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To the REVEREND 


Dr GEORGE CAMPBELL, 
Principal of Mariſchal college, Aberdeen, 


REVEREND and Dear SIE, 


Pear me to inſcribe to you the following ſheets, 
which, I flatter myſelf, you will peruſe with plea» 
ſure. They contain an account of an important de- 
bate, conducted with ability and - temper, honourable 
to the ſpeakers, and to the church of which they are 
members. Moſt of the ſpeeches are tranſcribed from 
the Caledonian Mercury and Scots Magazine; but two 
very intereſting ſpeeches, of which there was only an 
imperfect abſtract in theſe periodical papers, now ap- 
wm as they were delivered. 


Many, I hope, will be convinced from tliis publica- 
tion, that the meaſure adopted by laſt General Aﬀembly 
was wile and moderate, and * the alarms which oc- 
caſioned it were not unreaſonable. At leaſt, the candid 
will perceive, that indiſcriminate cenſures of the oppo- 
ſers of the Popiſh bill as men of intolerant principles, 
are equally illiberal and unjuſt with general reflec- 
tions on the ſupporters of that bill as men friendly to 


Popery. 


I am happy in this opportunity of publicly declaring, 
that few gentlemen have a larger ſhare of my regard and 
triend(hip, than ſome. whoſe ſentiments are moſt oppoſite 
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to mine, on the general principles of government, the 
American war, and the Popiſh bill. I never confined my 
eſteem to a particular denomination of Chriſtians, or to a 
particular party in our church.- Sincerity and candour, 
where-ever I find, I love. Diſtinguiſhed talents, ſuc- 
ceſsfully employed in the advancement of uſeful learn- 
ing, and in recommending and defending . our holy re- 
lipion, F honour and admire. While ambitious of 
copying the virtues of ſuch of my brethren, and rejoi - 
cing that thoſe who can ſeldom agree in any thing, 
concur in doing juſtice to their abilities and merit, may 
I not be indulged the wiſh, that in ſome important 
queſtions, about which I am convinced they entertain 
ill-grounded opinions, they may perceive their error ? 


Twelve months have elapſed fince I was favoured 
with your eloquent and elaborate Addreſs to the people 
of Scotland on the alarms in regard to Popery, Any 
thing from your pen, eſpecially on ſuch a ſubject, juſt- 
ly .clamed my immediate peruſal, and naturally enga- 
ged all the attention in, my power; though, from hurry 
of buſineſs, indifferent health, and more indifferent a- 
nimal ſpirits, that attention was much leſs than I wiſhed. 
Tour proofs that King William's law might be ſafelyx 
repealed, and that church-courts could not with pro- 
priety oppoſe ſuch repeal, plauſible and ingenious as 

are, then appeared, and now, on a review of 
them, ſtill appear, to me inconclufive. | 


I pretend not to vindicate every argument urged a- 
gainſt the repeal, by anonymous writers, or by Came- 
ronians, and others not of our communion. But ſure- 
ly the reaſonings of miniſters of the church of Scotland, 
who argued in ſynods, or who publiſhed againſt it, are 
very different from what thoſe would conceive who 
formed a notion of them from your Addreſs. 


Miniſters of the merciſul Jeſus. would juſtly forfeit 
all claim to that honourable title, did they “ ſolicit the 
* 3 „ killing, 
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« Rilling, baniſhing, or impriſoning, an inoffenſive he- 
ce retic.” Who are the clergymen of our church 
who have thus ſhut up their bowels of compaſſion, I 
have not heard: yet compaſſion deviates not from her 
duty and intereſt, when the aſks the aid of the magi- 
ſtrate for defending the ſecure profeſſion of our reli- 
ion, or any other important civil privilege ; or when 
ſhe petitions thoſe in power againſt meaſures which might 
reduce the preſent generation, or poſterity, to the dire 


neceſſity, of loſing their lives, or damning their fouls. 


We plead not the continuance of reſtraints on Ro- 
man-Catholics, becauſe “ Popery is a falſe religion.” 
If the religious creed of Roman-Catholics is contrary to 
ſome eſſential articles of Bible-Chriſtianity, ſo, in the o- 
pinion” of moſt of us, is the creed of the Socinian ; and 
ſo, we all agree, is his creed, who acknowledges natu- 
ral religion and denies revealed: Yet we fee no reaſon, 
why Socinians or Deiſts ſhould be deprived of the 
common privileges of ſociety, as they maintain no prin- 
ciple - inconſiſtent with public ſafety, They, as well 
as the orthodox, have a right to chuſe their religion. 
Others have no right to diſturb or reſtrain them in the 
peaceable exerciſe of their choice. - Whether they chuſe 
right or wrong, it is to their own maſter they ſtand or 
fall. But when any embrace and profeſs ſentiments 
which tend to reftrain, diſturb, or endanger, their fel- 
low-ſubjects, in the exerciſe of their natural or legal pri- 
vileges, a tolerating ſpirit, which grants to men of theſe 
| ſentiments the fame indulgence as to the harmleſs he- 
retic, proves felo de ſe, and forgets the great law of 
ſelf. preſervation. Regard to religious liberty becomes 
whimſical and capricious, when it cheriſhes a 
which hates religious liberty with a perfect hatred, and 
has ſeldom failed to endeavour to ſuppreſs it, where 
confciouſneſs of want of power, or political conſide- 
rations, did not prevent it. The church of Rome, and. 
elpecially the Jeſuits, for whoſe benefit the late repeal 
was peculiarly calculated, are ſuch a party. I form = 

| this 
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this idea of them from the character given them in the 

pits of Edinburgh, where as little has been ſaid on 
that ſubject as in the pulpits of Aberdeen or London, 
but from their favourite writings, and their well-known 


deeds. 


We argue not againſt tolerating Popery, becauſe 
« Papiſts in paſt times have perſecuted Proteſtants.” 
We know how Arians formerly treated the orthodox, 
and what our forefathers ſuffered from Tory Epiſcopals. 
But though the firſt remain enemies to ſome important 
doctrines of our holy faith, and the laſt to Preſbyterian 
church-government, they approve not the deeds of paſt 
times. If they ſtill contend againſt us, they contend 
by arguments, not by fraud or force; and therefore by 
argument only they ought to be reſiſted. . But the 
church of Rome, without renouncing her claim to in- 
fallibility, cannot renounce that intolerant ſyſtem, to 
which ſhe has formerly given her ſanction. 


We oppoſe not the repeal of King William's law, de- 
cauſe © Papiſts deſerve no favour;ꝰ but becauſe the 
favour Jefired for our enemies, threatens deſtruction to 


us and to our friends. 


We cu not that our reſtraining laws. ſhould 
« caſt out Beelzebub; but we flatter ourſelves they 
may keep in awe ſome, whom Beelzebub might other- 
wiſe inſtigate to caſt us out of our poſſeſſions, and even 


to deprive us of our lives. Not carnal weapons, but 


the goſpel, accompanied with divine influence, muſt e- 


| ſtabliſh the dominion of Chriſt in the heart: but car- 


nal weapons, and human laws, have their uſe in ſecu- 
ring the -peaceable profeſſion of religion, the right of 
eee, and the liberty of ſubjects. | 


We know, that Papiſts are not unanimous in the 


& doctrines of the diſpenſing power of the Pope, of his 


* „ and of the lawfulneſs of breaking faith 
with 


— 
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« with heretics.” But though ſome Papiſts deteſt theſe 
pernicious doctrines, we cannot conclude ſuch a change 
of our laws expedient, as might enable artful Jefuits 
who eſpouſe them, to ſettle among us, and to diſguiſe 
theſe depths of Satan, not from Proteſtants only, but 
even from Papiſts, till the number of the laſt, and their 
influence over them, increaſe, and enable them to 
throw off the maſk. We think, that men who enter- 
tain thoſe dangerous ſentiments, were, and would have 
been ſtill prevented by other conſiderations from ta- 
king the oath of ſupremacy in England, or the formula 
in Scotland, Jeſuits in China have denied the croſs of 
Chriſt, and -brought perſecution on the more honeſt 
Dominicans. But a Jeſuit in Britain would not ab- 
jure Popery, though his caſuiſtry might extinguiſh e- 
very ſcruple of doing it, becauſe after openly and ſo- 
temnly abjuring religious doctrines, he could with no 
honour, and with little proſpect of ſucceſs, attempt to 
inculcate them on others. Papiſts who blame us for 
ſhutting the door againſt Jeſuits, muſt do it with a bad 
grace; for Papiſts, to guard againſt their treaſons and 
aſſaſſination- plots, have found it neceſſary to do fo them- 
ſelves. The order of Jeſuits is indeed aboliſhed; but 
were Papiſts in general allowed to preach, and to open 
ſchools among us, many once of that order, and who 
{till retain their old ſentiments, would take the advan- 
tage of that licence, for poiſoning our religion and mo- 
rals. The author of a Vindication of the oppoſition to 
the late intended bill, has, I think, ſufficiently proved, 
that our naturalization-laws are no ſecurity againſt that 


danger, 


We think King William's law juſt and neceſſary, and 
we think it would be cruel rigidly to execute it, 
while Papiſts are in any tolerable meaſure reſtrained, 
and thus the end of the law gained, by the terror of 
that execution. This is not ſaying, © We have no 
mind to do injuſtice at preſent, but wiſh to have it in 
our power to be unjult with üimpunity when we 
s pleaſe,” 


i To Dr CAMEL. 


te pleaſe.” Reſtraints on a ſmall part of a nation, ne- 
ceflary for the general ſafety, are not unjuſt. It may 
be unneceflary, and therefore cruel, rigidly to enforce 
theſe reſtraints, Yet the taking them 0 and granting 
a legal title to what is now held only by ae, 
may be dangerous and fatal. 2 11949 


The late alarming growth of Popery hath. not origh- 
nated from the inefficacy of King William's law, but 
from Papiſts ſome how concluding, that former cau- 
tion in attempting to make prolelytes, was no longer 

neceſſary; and however Proteſtant neighbours 
might be provoked, and complain, ws ofcers of 1 
crown would not proſecute. | 


The deciding whether a law may, or may not be ate. 
ly repealed, is. the department of King and . Parlia- 
ment. Counties, boroughs, and other civil ſocicties, 
and much more the General Aſſembly of our church, 
are intitled to addreſs and remonſtrate againſt ſuch re- 

peal, when they think that their intereſt, or the com- 
— intereſt of the kingdom, may be hurt by it. They 
are wanting to their duty, if they neglect that ſtep, 
when a good effect may probably be expected from it. 
Even the members of little borough· corporations, have 
better acceſs to know the ſpirit and danger of Popery, 
than to canvaſs the equity — wiſdom of the American 
war; and yet ſome who thought them raſh in giving an 
opinion about that war, were on that account traduced 


as enemies of government and patrons of rebellion. 


The Chriſtian expedients you ſuggeſt in the end of 

- chap. 3. for promoting religious knowledge, I much ap- 

prove, except the applying money to a different uſe. 
from that for which it- was collected. 


I read your firſt chapter with much 1 
with much pain. If clergymen differ in queſtions of 
civil or church policy, why ſhould that occaſion on ei- 


ther 


* 


To Dr CAM YRETLI. is 
ther fide harſh accuſations and groundleſs jealouſies? 
Your ſentiments as to the meek and gentle ſpirit of 
'Chriſt and his goſpel, the . injuſtice of puniſhing men 
merely becauſe they profeſs a falſe religion,” and the ab- 
ſurdity of propagating true religion, unleſs by preach- 
ing the goſpel, and by the attractive influence of an ex- 
emplary life, are the very ſentiments which your bre- 
thren who oppoſed the Popiſh bill expreſſed in their 


ſpeeches. in ſynods, and in their pamphlets, on that ſub- - 


jet. They went further, and warned againſt mobs, as 
in themſelves criminal, and as, under pretence of ſer- 
ving, effectually undermining. the Proteſtant. mtereſt “. 
If theſe warnings againſt mobs tended. to excite them, 


then indeed © we were preachers of a cruſade, and o 


< poſed Popery with a Popiſh and ſeditious ſpirit.” But 
if the reverſe is true, perhaps your laboured proof of 
what was acknowledged, and warmly inculcated by your 


- brethren who differ from you in the preſent queſtion, 


A reſpectable gentleman, in a letter with which he honoured me, urged, 
that the Scots clergymen who wrote againſt the repeal, by repreſenting the 
*.cruel and treacherous ſpirit of Popery, took the moſt  effetual methods for 
© exciting thaſe tumults of the multitude, againſt which they coldiy caution- 
* ed.” Had we from the pulpit, or the preſs, given minute details of the 
Paris and Iriſh maſſacres, of the cruelties of the Inquiſition; or of the tteach- 
erous and ungrateful revocation of the edict of Nantz, there might have been 
ſome pretence for alledging, that we had inflamed againſt the poor Catholics 
the blind fury of the rabble ; though even then we would have followed the 
pattern of wiſe and moderate divines of the church of England before and 
after the Revolution: and doing again what theſe great and good men did be- 
fore us, may now be more neceſſary than ever, by the favourable ideas of 
the ſpirit of Popery gradually gaining ground among Britiſh Proteſtants ; 


but inſtead of working on the paſſions of the vulgar, by hiſtories of events i 


the two laſt tenturies, our pamphlets were calculated to convince men of ra 
and reflection, that the genius of Popery was ſtill the ſame. 

The cautions, however, in theſe pamplets againſt mobs, might naturally 
appear cn0l to ſuch who imagined them publiſhed after the mobs in February 
1779. Mr Portcous and I publiſhed, December 1778, and Dr Macfarlan, 
January 1779: after the comparatively trifling riot at Glaſgow, to which Mr 
Porteous's ſermon, p. 38. and my Conſiderations, p. 32. refer. Neither of us 


would have expreſſed ourſelves fo ſoftly as to the Refanry mobs, where real 


injury was done to the Roman Catholics here and in Glaſgow. The caution, 
in my Conſiderations, p. 40. and 41. was partly occaſioned by a report, 
that it was intended on Chriſtmas eve to burn Biſhop Hay's meeting houſe, [ 
gave little credit to the report, and was perſuaded, few, if any of my readers, 
would engage in ſuch lawleſs proceedings; and thought it enough to thow that. 
they muſt hurt the cauſe, which the ſoft and dutiful method of addrefling our 


rulers would befricad. | 
os inſinuates 
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inſinuates an unfavourable idea of their ſentiments and 
motives, and gives their character a dangerous wound. 


Probably, Sir, you was ignorant when you publiſh- 
| ed your Addreſs, and many in England and remote 
parts of Scotland may be ſtill ignorant, that one mini- 
ſter in Edinburgh took an early opportunity in the time 
of the riot, and ſeveral more of them on the ſabbath 
after it, to reprove the rioters with becoming plainneſs 
and ſeverity, and to convince them of their guilt by ar- 
guments ſimilar to thoſe you afterwards uſed, and by 
other conſiderations which you would not have _ 
proved. If ſome, well informed of theſe facts, thoug 
fit to conceal them; and if others maliciouſly ſent to 
diſtant parts ſlanderous narratives of an oppoſite nature, 
their conduct was unfair, their motives could not be 
honourable. Many of the candid were deceived, and 
the evil-minded found a ſpecious pretext for expoſing 
certain clergymen to indignation or contempt, as parta- 
| kers of fins which they had cautioned againſt and re- 
proved. In anonymous pamphlets at London, by Pa- 
piſts and others, baſe and groundleſs calumnies were 
ubliſhed, and were induſtriouſly circulated there, and 
in other places, where the true ſtate of facts was un- 
known ; and the fictions with which they abounded were 
raſhly received as truths, by many of high rank, both 
among the friends and the oppoſers of adminiſtration: 


Tou obſerve, that “ on the principles of found mo- 
b rality, men are ſo far anſwerable for the conſequen- 
*- ces of their words and actions, as theſe conſequences 
actually were or might have been foreſcen by them. 
Nor is it eaſy, in this caſe, to find an apology for 
the heart, that is not at the expence of the under- 
<< ſtanding.” Your propoſition, I think, needs limi- 
tation. Men may not be accountable for bad conſe- 
quences of their actions, though actually foreſeen ; be- 
cauſe theſe actions were, in their own nature, virtuous 
: ; 3 — 5 3 - pI. | | or 
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or indifferent, and were enjoined by lawful ſuperiors, 
and becauſe the foreſeen good conſequences of the 
more than balanced the bad. | 


Perhaps the queſtion, How far men are anſwerable 
for conſequences which they did not foreſee, but might 
have foreſeen? is often too nice and difficult for our 
deciſion z becauſe the degree of that poſſible foreſight 
may be either ſo ſmall as almoſt to annihilate, or ſo 
2 as heinouſſy to aggravate, the guilt of an action. 
hat ſhare of guilt belongs to ſtateſmen who have ad-' 
opted and perſiſted in meaſures, the ruinous conſe- 
quences of which were foreſeen and announced to them 
by others, it were well for themſelves, and perhaps 
for the public too, that they coolly conſidered. Your ad- 
dreſs, how far ſoever it was from your deſign, has 
ſpread in South Britain unfavourable and injurious ſen- 
timents of able and worthy men. It may promote the 
legal toleration of Papiſts, and even of Jefuits. That 
toleration may occaſion Popery's becoming once more 
the eſtabliſhed religion, and that again may iſſue in 
the perſecution of Proteſtants. Should you live to ſee 
ſuch events, poſſibly you might reflect with unjuſt 
harſhneſfs and ſeverity on ſome paſſages of your Addreſs. 
But men of the beſt hearts and heads are not omni- 
ſcient, cannot penetrate through the dark and deep re- 
ceſſes of futurity, are often fearleſs where there is dan- 
ger, and alarmed where there is none. Theſe errors 
no human wiſdom or care can in every inſtance avoid. 
When, therefore, we follow our beſt light, though the 
conſequences may hurt ourſelves of others, our mer- 
ciful Judge will not condemn us for doing what, in our 
circumſtances, and with our ideas, we could not with- 
out a crime have left undone. 


What I have ſuggeſted as to the poſſible conſequen- 
ces of your Addreſs, I have not thrown out at random 
and for obvious reaſons it may need an apology. I 
may be miſtaken, and nothing could give me fincerer 

b 2 Joy, 
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joy, than on good grounds to be convinced of my mif- 
take, Lwill, however, frankly tell you my preſent opi- 
nion. Popery will, for three years and a half, again 
prevail, even in countries now Proteſtant, Her de- 
« ſtruction will then be accompliſhed, not by riots, 
cc treaſons, and aſſaſſinations, by which ſhe has ſo often 
<«< deſtroyed her oppoſers, but by a happy change in 
the ſentiments of the kings of the earth. He who 
< puniſhes not the ſon for the iniquity of the father, 
e will bring about that change at a period when there 
„ ſhall be found in the myſtical Babylon the blood of 
c the prophets, and of the ſaints, and of all that were 
« ſlain on the carth.”* How near, or how remote that 
period may be, 1 know not. Venema, a learned, in- 
genious, and bee Dutch divine, in an academic 
oration lately publiſhed, has obſerved many probable 
appearances of the approach of theſe events. 


But to return from this digreſſion: If your propoſi- 
tion ſhould be admitted as it ſtands; had we, in a time of 
ſuch general indifference about religious opinion, half the 
cauſe to dread riots from our publications about Pope- 

ry, which thoſe of the laſt century had to apprehend 
them from what they publiſhed, in times of prevailing 
zeal againſt the church of Rome? In fact, there is no 
- thadow of evidence, that the riots were occaſioned by 
the debates in ſynods, or by the publications of Scots 
clergymen. It is improbable, that the greater part of 
thoſe concerned in the riots knew any thing of theſe 
debates. Surely no Proteſtant, who read and regarded 
theſe publications, would give them his countenance. 
Indeed, the riots may be traced to other and obvious 
ſources. | 


The moe might reſemble that at Epheſus, of which 
the greater part knew not wherefore they came toge- 
| ther. Some might engage in them, inſtigated by a- 
larms about Popery, ariſing from cauſes in which Pro- 


went clergymen had no concern. An Honourable 
Gentieman 


* 
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Gentleman had declared, that he had adviſed tlie re- 
peal of the penal laws againſt Papiſts as a prelude to 
employing them in our fleets and armies. Many ſuſ- 
pected, that, if this ſcheme had been adopted, the in- 
tention of the gentleman who adviſed the meaſure 
would have been diſappointed, and arms granted for 
our defence, would at length have been employed 
for our deſtruction. Biſhop Hay's defence of putting 
heretics to death, the inſolence of Roman Catholics in 
the bounds of the ſynod of Glenelg, and the rumour, 
(poſlibly hatched by malice, and ſpread by credulity), 
that one or two Papiſts in Edinburgh had expreſſed 
hopes of ſoon ſeeing their religion eſtabliſhed, and cer- 
tain miniſters hanging on gibbets for their zeal againſt 
it, may have led ſome to revenge, on people who had 
given no offence, the folly of a Biſhop, then abſent; 
and raſh expreſſions,” of which one or two were ſuſ⸗ 
pected, but not convicted. After all, it is not impoſ- 
ible; that the billets exciting to the mob, might have 
been dropped, and the ſtories which ſo: much proyoked 
might have been contrived, by the bribed emiſſaries of 
France, or of Jeſuits at a diſtance, who ſcrupled not 
doing evil that good might come; and were willing to 
hazard the ruin of a few innocent Catholics, if the 
country might thereby be thrown into confuſion,” or a 
ſpecious pretext gained for pleading, that the lives and 
fortunes of Roman-Catholics mult be a prey to lawleſs 
inſult, unleſs King William's ſtatute were repealed. 
This diſhoneſt and cruel policy might, to a Jeſuit, have 
appeared meritorious. But if blind zeal inſtigated Pro- 
teſtants who had any remains of underſtanding, to 
contrive the riots, it is ſtrange, that they ſhould not 
have happened till after the ſociety for propagating 
Chriſtian knowledge had been acquainted by a letter 
from a London correſpondent, that the leading men a- 
mong the Roman- Catholics, ſenſible of the general a- 
verſion in Scotland to the granting their petition, had 
ſignified to adminiſtration their conſent, that, for the 
preſent, it ſhould be dropped. Though this was no 
| lecurity 
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ſecurity againſt the reviving the petition in ſome future 
yet ſurely nothing but madneſs could lead men, 
= violent and dan — to ſeek what they 
had ſuch reaſon to — was, or ſoon would be, ob- 
tained by methods conſtitutional and ſafe. 
I have not adventured to enter the liſts with ſo great 
a maſter of argument, on the abſtra& queſtion, as to 
- — and expediency of the laws reſtraining Pope - 
_— unequal 1 I ſhould hurt the 
_ cauſe 1 to ſupport. I have only endeavoured 
_ give you. and — 2 a fair hiſtorical ſtate of the 
reaſonings and conduct of your brethren who dif- 
fered from you in that queſtion. If in ſome inſtances 
you have judged too meanly of their reaſonings, and 
too harſhly of their conduct, I am n deen 
be happy in perceiving your miſtake. 
| With beſt wiſhes, that your he ay levy be peotins 
ved, for an honour to your country, and a bleſ- 
fing to the church of Chriſt, I remain, 
Reverend and Dear Sir, 
Your affectionate and obedient humble ſervant, 
| JOHN ERSKINE. 


Epmauzcu, 24th May 1780. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


I AM informed, that a gentleman, who, in this 
way of his buſineſs, has acceſs to many fa- 
milies of diſtinction, bas, on different — 
arraigned my veracity, and alledged, that my re- 
ferences to books and pamphlets for facts nar- 
rated in my Conſideratiam on the ſpirit of Popery 
were often unfair. Conſcious of my integrity 
and exactneſs, I challenge that gentleman, or 
any other, whether Proteſtant or  Papiſt, to 
make good the charge. I only mentioned one 
fact from memory, which I had read many 
years ago in La Chapelle's Neceſſute du culte pu- 
blique, but which made too deep impreſſions to 
be miſtaken or forgotten. The vouchers for the 
other facts I had by me when I drew up and 
| publiſhed the Conkderatons: | 


Jou ExsKiNt, 
EnixBURGH, 24th May 1780. 
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ROMAN CATHOL ICS 


IN SCOTLAND; 


in WHICH - 


An ADDRESS to the PEOPLE on that Subject, 
by the Reverend Dr CaMeBELL, Principal of Ma- 
riſchal College, Aberdeen, is particularly conſidered. 
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OF THE 


Debate in the GENERAL ASSEMBLY 1779, 


Occaſioned by apprehenſions of an intended re- 
peal of the Penal Statutes againſt PA Is Ts. 


114 e 


Merſe and Teviotdale, Glaſgow and Air, Perth and 

Stirling, Angus and Mearns, and Roſs, to prevent 

a repeal of the penal ſtatutes againſt Papiſts. The 
four ſynods firſt mentioned recommended the appointment of 
a ſtanding committee to watch over the intereſts of the Prote- 
ſtant religion; the ſynod of Roſs injoined their ſeveral preſ- 
byteries to inſtruct their repreſentatives in the aſſembly to ſup- 
port and carry on the intention of the reſolutions entered into 
and declarations emitted by the ſynods, preſbyteries, and pa- 
riſhes in this church, with reſpect to the impropriety and dan- 
ger of a repeal of the ſaid ſtatutes ®. The ſynod of Merſe 
and Teviotdale recommended to advert particularly to the 


| O. were ſent to the aſſembly by the ſynods of 


A collection of theſe reſolutions, declarations, &c. amounting in num- 
ber to 356, has been lately publiſhed —— Whereof— 79 are by ecclefiaſticat 
courts ; among which are 11 ſynods, viz. Glenelg, Glaſgow and Air, Perth 
and Stirling, Angus and Mearns, Galloway, Lothian and Tweeddale, Roſs, 
Fife, and Moray, alſo. thoſe of Relief, aad Antiburgher Afﬀociate ; 6 pteſ- 
byteries, viz. Dunſe, Aberdeen, Dornoch, and Stranraer, alſo the Aﬀociate 
preſdyteries of Glaſgow, and of Perth and Dunfermline; and 37 kirk-ſefs 
ions ;— 2. by counties, thoſe of Kinroſs, ahd Dumfries; — 4x by boroughs, 
royal and of regality ;— 24 by towns, —84 by pariſhes p55 by incorporations, 
-» and 71 by private ſocieties, - | 
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want of new ereCtions in the highlands and iſlands. The ſy- 

nod of Perth and Stirling took notice of the petition to par- 
lament, intimating the expeCtation of the Roman-Catholics 

of a more favourable opportunity for renewing their applica- 

tion for the repeal, and making an indefinite claim to the pro- 

tection of parliament, without ſpecifying the particular object 

they have in view, which proteCtion, it. obtained, might a- 

mount to a virtual repeal. 

1 The overtures were taken under conſideration on the 25th 

5 of May. After reading them, ſeveral members delivered their 

18 ſentiments on this intereſting ſubje&t. Their ſpeeches, or the 

[78 ſubſtance of their ſpeeches, follow, in the order in which they 
N were delivered. 


The Reverend Mr Thomſon at Sangubar. 
| MoDERATOR, 7 | | 
HE ſubject of the overtures now ſubmitted to the 
judgement of this General Aſſembly, is undoubtedly 
of the greateſt importance, and merits our moſt ſerious and 
attentive confideration. It is not a diſputed commiſſion, nor 
the expediency of a kirk-ſettlement, that is the ground of our 
preſent deliberations. No, Sir, the queſtion is, Whether we, 
the miniſters of Jeſus, ſet for the defence of the goſpel, the 
guardians of the Proteſtant religion, and of our eccleſiaſtical 
eſtabliſhment, ſhall ſtand forth, and, with a decent, but ſpirit- 
ed zeal, aſſert and maintain our ſacred rights? or, Whether, by 
a filent acquieſcence, or an avowed approbation, we ſhall give 
our ſanction to a meaſure which muſt expoſe them to the ra- 
vages of Popery, and in the iſſue may prove fatal to the civil 
as well as the religious privileges which we enjoy ? Privileges 
for which our pious anceſtors diſputed, and fought, and bled ; 
which, after many ſtruggles, and much difficulty, were ſecured 
to us by the Revolution ſettlement, confirmed by the treaty 
of Union, and which our illuſtrious Sovereiga is bound, and 
I hope diſpoſed, to protect. 
it It may, indeed, be alledged, that as we have been aſſured 
= by the beſt authority, that the deſign of extending the bill to 
4 Scotland hath been laid aſide, and the laws reſpecting Popery 
4 to remain as they are, it muſt be improper and unneceflary 
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for the General Aſſembly now to interfere. I confeſs, indeed, 
that the affair would have come with greater propriety before 
the laſt Aſſembly. But then I much doubt if they had ſuffi - 
cient grounds upon which to proceed, All information re- 
* ſpecting 
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ſpecting the nature and tendency of the bill, was induſtriouſ- 
ly kept back : nay, if I am rightly informed, an Honourable 
member, who knew well the extent of the propoſed repeal, . 
aſſured the court, that the bill had no relation to matters of 
religion, But, Sir, we are now no longer in the dark. 
We know, that a toleration is meant to be given to Ro- 
miſh biſhops, prieſts, and Jeſuits, to take upon them the 
government and education of youth, to keep ſchools, and by 
theſe means to propagate their principles. — We, know like- 
wiſe, if the uncontradicted information of the public papers 
may be depended upon, that the ſame gentleman who pledged 
himſelf to the Houſe of Commons, to bring in the bill, hath 
declared, that, after conſulting with the principal Roman Ca- 
tholics in this country, he is of opinion, that the attempt ought 
not to be hazarded till the preſent ferment ſubſide, and the 
people of Scotland return to a more rational way of thinking; 
and how ſoon that gentleman and his Popiſh counſellors 
may fancy us in this ſituation, it is impoſſible to know, and 
conſequently impoſſible to tell, how near after all the danger 
may be. It appears, therefore, that the affair is delayed ra- 
ther than dropped. This delay, however, though it cannot 
remove our apprehenſions, is a favourable opportunity, which 
ought not to be neglected. It is not, I hope, too late, tho 
it is high time, for the General Aſſembly to look after the re- 
ligious privileges of this church and nation, and to purſue the 
moſt proper methods of preventing the. danger with which 
they are threatened, This, I apprehend, is the great object 
which the overtures before us have in view; and I hope the 
Aſſembly will this day concert and adopt a plan, which, how- 
ever it may vary from the mode pointed out in them, may ne- 
vertheleſs fully anſwer their laudable intention. 
Ihe only grounds which occur to me upon which the de- 
ſiga of the overtures can be diſputed, are theſe; either that 
the introduction of Popery into this country will be no way 
prejudicial to the Proteſtant intereſt ; or that, ſuppoſing the 
penal ſtatutes reſcinded, the introduction and growth of Pope- 
ry will not be the conſequence; or, laſtly, that it would be. 
illegal or incompetent for the Afſembly to interfere. 
hat the introduction of Popery will be no way hurtful to 
the Proteſtant religion, is a poſition, which, I think, no Pro- 
teſtant divine, no rational man, will venture to maintain. 
The doctrines of the church of Rome are undeniably Anti- 
chriſtian and blaſphemous ; its worſhip a monſtrous compoti- 
tion of idolatry, ſuperſtition, and nonſenſe ; its diſcipline a ſet 
of childiſh, inſignificant, and unſcriptural obſervances; and its 
A 2. government 
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government a ſyſtem of inſupportable tyranny and oppreſſion. 
Popery; Sir, poiſons the very ſprings of morality, deſtroys 
the a of the moſt facred obligations, and reduces the con- 
- ſciences of men to a ftate of the moſt abject ſlavery, 

Such being the genius and ſpirit of that religion which it 
is propoſed to indulge, can we think that Chriſtianity will ſuf- 
fer nothing by the introduction of it? Can we imagine that 
our immortal intereſts will be no way endangered ? - For my 
own part, Sir, I cannot figure to myſelt a more dreadful curſe, 
than to be ſubjeRed to the infolent domination of the Romiſh 
hierarchy. Miſerable, indeed, muſt be the ſituation of that 
nation or people, whote conſciences and ſpiritual concerns are 
under the direction and management of a ſet of men debauch- 
ed in their principles, and profligate in their morals. How 
deplorable their cafe, if, in the exerciſe of that important truſt, 
theſe ſpiritual guides deprive the people of the light of reve- 
lation, and ſet up the glimmering taper of oral tradition and 
human authority in place of it! blunting the powers of reaſon, - 
by pronouncing an anathema upon every rational inquiry; en- 
couraging the groſſeſt ignorance, by abſurdly aflerting igno- 
rance to be the mother of devotion ; and effectually deſtroying 
the feelings of confcience, by giving the ſtrongeſt encourage- 
ment to the commiſſion of fin ! But the caſe will be ſtill 
worſe, if, in order to cram their blaſphemous doctrines down - 
the throats of the people, and force a blind implicit ſubmiſ- 
fion, they aſſume, and exerciſe, the power of ſeizing upon 
their goods, torturing their bodies, and with every circum- 
ſtance of cruelty taking away their lives. What a dreadful 
fituation is this! And yet this is the fituation of thoſe unhap- 
Py nations who have been deluded or compelled to embrace 
the Romiſh religion. 444 | 

Add to all this, that the Catholics carry in their boſoms the 
moſt rancorous antipathy againſt Proteſtants of every dene- 
mination ; becauſe, by their indefatigable labours, they bave 
opened the eyes of the world to many errors and abſurdities 
in their ſyſtem, and given a mortifying check to the boundleſs 
ambition of their prieſthood in many parts of Chriſtendom. 
And this malevolence is not a little ſtrengthened by a convic- 
tion induſtriouſſy impreſſed upon their minds, that all Prote- | 
ſtants are heretics, and as ſuch muſt be hateful to God, and 
ought to be deſtroyed, if poſſible, from the face of the earth. 
It ſurely becomes us. then, as the teachers of Chriſtianity, to 
oppoſe the introduction of a ſyſtem ſo unfriendly to religion, 
and liberty of conſcience, and ſo fatal to the intereſts of mo- 
rality among men. L's 
+ * But Popery is not only ſubverſive of true religion, * li- 
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berty of conſcience ; it is alſo repugnant to civil liberty; and, 
by conſequence, an enemy to the Britiſh conſtitution, the nurſe 
and guardian of both. Eccleſiaſtical flavery is the direct road 
to political ſlavery. When once the minds of men have been 
trained to the ſpiritual yoke, and every generous principle ex- 
tinguiſhed and loſt amidſt the gloom of ignorance and ſuper- 
ſtition, then are they in a fit diſpoſition for receiving with im- 
plicit ſubmiſſion the arbitrary commands of civil deſpotiſm. 
To what elſe but the laviſh ſpirit of Popery is it owing, that 
every nation where Popery is the eſtabliſhed religion, is a nation 
of ſlaves? Superſtition having broke their minds, and prepared 
them for ſervitude, they are eaſily perſuaded to reſign their per- 
ſons and property to the will of the ſovereign. The ſpirit of the 
Romiſh religion taen tending directly to ſlavery, and the eſta- 
bliſhment of arbitrary power ; and the Britiſh conſtitution be- 
ing calculated to reſcue mankind from this abject ſtate, to aſ- 
ſert the rights of human nature, and by the force of law to 
ſecure every individual in the free and undiſturbed poſſeſſion 
ot theſe rights, it is impoſſible that they can ſubſiſt together. 
Light and darkneſs, I had almoſt faid heaven and hell, are 
not more oppoſite. 'This being the caſe, if Popery is intro- 
' duced, and permitted to aſcend into power, the ruin of our 
excellent conſtitution muſt be the conſequence. But, on the 
other hand, if we wiſh to preſerve the conſtitution, the growth 
of Popery muſt be effectually reſtrained. | 
I have no doubt, Sir, but theſe were the views of the na- 
tion when that law was framed. by which a Roman-Catholic 
was excluded from the Britiſh throne. Our wiſe anceſtors 
foreſaw, that if a Papiſt ſhould be allowed to hold ſuch a high 
dignity in the nation, he might have influence enough to re- 
eſtabliſh Popery, to the ruin of the conſtitution, and of every 
privilege which we enjoy as the free ſubjects of a free ſtate. 
Upon the ſame principle the penal ſtatutes apainſt Popery were 
framed : for though, whilſt a Proteſtant ſovereign enjoyed 
the throne, the progreſs of Popery might be lefs rapid; yet 
ſuch being the uſurping genius of that religion, it would im- 
perceptibly creep in, unleſs checked by penal reſtriftions, and 
gradually raiſe itſelf to power and importance, till at laſt the eſta- 
bliſhmeat both in church and ſtate ſhould be overturned. Senfible 
that property is generally accompanied with influence, and that 
influence in the hands of bigotted Papiſts may be proſtituted 
to the blackeſt deſigns, the legiſlature, to prevent this, inſert- 
ed in the ſtatutes the clauſes reſpecting heritable ſucceſſion and 
the purchaſing of eſtates, Convinced likewiſe that the Romiſh 
eccleſiaſtics are actuated, not more by a luſt of ſpiritual domi- 
nion, than by aa inſatiable thirſt for ſecular power and emo» 
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luments, they wiſely laid them under ſuch reſtraints as might 
prevent all danger of this kind. This ſurely ought ſtill to 
have great weight with every gentleman of property through 
the kingdom. A regard to their families ſhould prompt them 
to oppole the introduction of a ſyſtem which muſt leflen their 
property, and may in the iflue annihilate their influence. Let 
them read the hiſtory of every Proteſtant country while under 
the dominion of the Papal hierarchy, and then turn their at- 
. tention to the ſtate of the ſeveral nations that are ſtill ſubject 
to that ſpiritual uſurpation, and conſider the enormous power 
and immenſe revenues which the Romiſh prieſthood hath got 
into its hands; and then let them ſay, if any gentleman who 
wiſhes well to his family, or his country, would incline to have 
ſuch a ſyſtem of eccleſiaſtical polity eſtabliſhed in this kingdom. 

The laws for preventing the introduction and {growth of 
Popery in Britain, then, are wiſe and ſalutary, and calculated 
to ſecure our moſt invaluable privileges, We have now ex- 

ie their beneficial effects for many years: it is no won- 
der, therefore, that we wiſh them to continue in force. Re- 
garding them as the dictates of wiſdom and ſound policy, we 
cannot think of a repeal without being alarmed ; eſpecially as 
the ſame reaſons which pointed out the propriety of them at 
firſt, ſtill exiſt, and plead againſt any alteration, 
But admitting that the introduction of Popery into Britain 
would be ruinous to our civil and religious intereſts ; yet is 
will perhaps be alledged, that the repeal of the penal ſtatutes 
will not promote the growth of that religion, nor tend to give 
it any dangerous footing in the nation. On the contrary, to 
allow it a free and unlimited toleration, would be the moſt 
effectual method of checking its progreſs. Take off every re- 
ſtraint, and permit the Popiſh emiſſaries to diſſeminate their 
principles at pleaſure, and then their zeal will abate, and the 
Catholic intereſt decline. 

Bat a very flight ſurvey of the preſent ftate of religion and 
morals through the kingdom, and the well-known principles 
of Popiſh prieſts and Jeſuits, will ſuffice to convince us of the 
weakneſs and futility of ſuch reaſoning, That infidelity, con- 
tempt of religion, formality, and ignorance, are gaining 
ground, is a melancholy truth too evident to be denied: and 
is not this a ſituation the moſt favourable to the deſigus of the 
Popiſh emiſſaries? Beſides, the Romiſh tenets are admirably 
adapted to the depraved inclinations of mankind, and calcu- 
lated to quiet the conſcience under the fouleſt crimes. Muſt 
they not be greedily embraced then by the whole profligate 
part of the nation? Add to this, that our own church is ſplit 


into pieces, and that a ſpirit of mutual jealouſy and diſtruſt 
| _ © hath 
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hath ſeized upon all different denominations. In theſe cireum- 
ſtances, is it to be ſuppoſed, that the emiſſaries of Rome will 
be idle? Will men who are taught, that zeal in promoting 
the Catholic intereſt is a ſervice highly meritorious, and that 
the honour and felicity to be obtained here and hereafter as the 
reward of their activity, will be proportioned to the number of 
proſelytes they make; — will men under theſe impreſſions 
flacken their endeavours, merely becauſe they have the oppor- 
tunity of carrying on their ſchemes with greater ſecurity and 
ſucceſs? Such a ſuppoſition is wild and extravagant. To me 
it appears as incredible as tranſubſtantiation itſelf. As well may 
it be imagined, that cut-throats and pick-pockets will abandon 
the trade of murder and robbery, by a repeal of the penal ſta 
tutes againſt them, as that Popiſh prieſts, indulged with a 
boundleſs toleration, will ceaſe to difleminate their pernicious 
principles. 

It will perhaps be ſaid, that when ſuch a toleration is grant- 
ed to Popery, Proteſtant divines will beſtir themſelves with 
greater zeal in defence of their religion, and by the force of 
argument endeavour to extirpate Popery ; a method certainly 
more rational and effeftual than that of penal laws. Why, 
Sir, I am convinced that every clergyman in the kingdom, 
who is hearty in the cauſe of religion and of his country, will 
exert his beſt endeavours this way, whether Popery is tolerated 
or not. Reaſon and argument is indeed the moſt eligible method. 
But has not this been tricd already ? Have not the abſurdities 
and dangerous errors of the church of Rome been proved 
Proteſtants beyond the poſſibility of a rational reply? And 
what has been the effect? Not the converſion of Popiſh prieſts. 
No, Sir : defeated in the argument, they only change their wea- 
pons, and now endeavour to effect by ſecret intrigue and arti- 
ce, what they cannot accompliſh by fair and open reaſoning. 
It is likewiſe to be obſerved, that the doctrines of the goſpel 
are very unpalatable to the corrupt nature of man. Theſe 
doctrines, however, Proteſtant divines confider themſelves ob- 
liged to teach, becauſe abſolutely neceſſary to the reformation 
of man. But the Romiſh ſyſtem is contrived with the moſt 
exquiſite art to ſoothe and flatter the vices of the wicked, that 
by multiplying the number of proſelytes, the power and patri- 
mony of the church may be increaſed. It is eaſy therefore to 
ſee which will be moſt acceptable to the multitude. Upon 
theſe grounds, Sir, I am convinced in my own mind, that 
ſhould the penal ſtatutes now in force againſt Roman-Catho- 
lics be repealed, the rapid growth of Popery will be the con- 
ſequence ; and that the growth of Popery muſt prove hurtful 
to the beſt intereſts of religion and civil ſociety, 

| Before 


© 


8 Rev. Mr Thomſon. 

Before I proceed further, allow me, Sir, to take notice of 
two things which have been advanced in favour of the propo- 
ſed repeal, They are indeed the beſt and ſtrongeſt that can be 
ſaid for it; and were they as folid, and well founded, as they 
have been confidently urged, they would be ſufficient to con - 
vince me of the propriety of the meaſure, 

It has been aſſerted, That the penal ſtatutes are bloody, in- 
tolerant, and perſecuting; the diſgrace of our country, and 
inconſiſtent with our principles as Proteſtants, 9655 

To this it may be replied, in gencral, That Papiſts at large 
have no right to complain of theſe laws till once the ſame in- 
daulgence be granted to Proteſtants in Popiſh countries that is 

demanded for Roman Catholics in this. With reſpect to the 
 Papiſts in Scotland, they have had about ninety years expe- 
rience of theſe laws, and they muſt acknowledge, that they 
have never as yet ſuffered any real hardſhips from them; 
and we may venture to afhrm, that, fo long as they behave 
with decency, they will never feel their ſeverity, What, Sir, 
would the poor oppreſſed Proteſtants in many Popiſh coun- 
tries giye for ſuch gentle treatment as the Papiſts have met 
with in this, even under the ſtatutes fo loudly complained 
of 2 | | 

And here, Sir, I muſt be allowed to expreſs my deteſtation 
of all perſecution for conſcience fake. Every principle incon- 
| fiſtent with the dictates of true religion and humanity I abhor. 
Liberty of conſcience, the rights of private judgement, and 
the undiſturbed enjoyment of their property, are privileges 
which I apprehend no good Proteſtant would defire the Ro- 
man-Catholics to be deprived of. In theſe matters, the civil 
magiſtrate ought certainly not to interfere ; becauſe, if he 
does, he encroaches upon the prerogative of God, who alone 
is Lord of the conſcience. But to allow, under the ſanction 
of law, Romiſh biſhops, prieſts, and Jeſuits, to take upon 
them the government and education of youth, to keep ſchools, 
and by theſe means to diffuſe their tenets ; and likewiſe to ſuf- 
fer profciled Papiſts to purchaſe eſtates, and thereby to raiſe 
themſelves to power and influence in the nation, is going be- 
yond the bounds of a juſt and reaſonable toleration. It is to- 
lerating what cannot be tolerated conſiſtently with the ſafety of 
the ſtate. And what is peculiarly alarming to every friend of 
religion, and the welfare of his. country, is the encouragement 
which the propoſed repeal offers to the Jeſuits. The principles 
of that order have been found ſo exceedingly inimical ta the 
rights of ſovercigns, and the intereſts of fociety, that almoſt 
all the Popiſh princes have been obliged to expel them their 
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dominions ; and ſhall we open an aſylum to them in this 
country? If we do, the Pope may poſſibly thank us for our 
unexpected civility, and rejoice in it as a happy omen of the 
ſpeedy reformation of theſe heretical lands, Bur ler us beware 
leſt our tender mercies to them be cruelty to ourſelves and our 
erity. We may meet with the fate of the infatuated coun- 
tryman, who had compaſſion on the frozen ſerpent, cheriſhed 
it in his boſom, and warmed it into life, that it might ting 
himſelf to death. e 
The penal ſtatutes, then, agaiaſt Papiſts, merit not the e- 
pithets of intolerant and perſccuting. They deprive them of 
no privileges which they have a right to enjoy; they only 
reſtrain them from diſſeminating principles which are ſubver- 
ſive of Chriſtianity, and dangerous to the ſafety of the nation. 
And ſorely thus far the civil - magiſtrate, as the guardian of 
our civil and religions intereſts, may and ought to interfere, 
Is perjury ſeverely puniſhed? and ſhall men be allowed to- 
teach, that no faith ought to be kept with heretics ? Is blaſ- 
phemy ſeverely puniſhable by the laws of the land ? and ſhall 
men be allowed ro ſet up idolatrons temples, and entice others 
to worſhip idols? Is murder puniſhed capitally? and ſhall 
men be allowed to teach the lawfulneſs of exterminating he- 
retics with fire and faggot? Is treaſon a crime of the blackeſt 
nature, and univerſally puniſhed with peculiar ſeverity? and 
ſhall men be allowed to teach, that the Pope has a power to 
 dethrone kings, and free their ſubjects from the oath of al- 
legiance? Is a ſtrict regard to the laws of religion and mora- 
lity eſſentially neceſſary to the ſtrength and ſafety of the ſtate ? 
and ſhall men be permitted to propagate tenets which ſap the 
foundations of all religion, and deſtroy the force of every 
moral obligation? If the leading” principles of Popery tend 
directly to the commiſſion of ſuch crimes as the laws of this. 
country puniſh with exemplary ſeverity, is it not competent 
for the civil magiſtrate, nay, is it not his indifpenſable duty, 
to prevent if poffible the propagation of them? Better to ſtifle 
this monſtrous brood in the birth, than to ſuffer them to 
grow into crimes, and pain our eyes with gibbets and execu- 
In ſhort, Sir, the penal ſtatutes were never deſigned to per- 
ſecute Papiſts, but to prevent their having it in their power 
to perſecute us. Popery is an intolerant religion, and where- 
ever it has power, diſcovers its ſpirit. Upon what principle 
can it claim an indulgence which it will not allow? Can a 
man be blamed for difarming an affaſſin, or wreſting the 
deadly weapon from the hand of a ſworn enemy? But fures 
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what is lawful for an individual to do for his own ** 
fety, may be done by the legiſlature for the ſafety and pro- 

tection of the ſtate; and the very principles of ſclf-preſerva- 

tion loudly call for ſuch an exertion of power. 

Before I leave this point, permit me, Sir, to obſerve, that ia 
| theſe ſentiments I am ſupported by a ſtateſman of diſtinguiſhed 
abilities. When a bill was lately brought into parliament for 
the relief of the Proteſtant Diflenting miniſters and ſchoolma- 
ſters in England, in the courſe of his reaſoning upon that ſub- 
Je, he inſiſted, That, as guardians to religion and mora- 
« lity, parliament ſhould take care that no doctrines ſhould 
« he allowed to be diſſeminated through the land, ſubver- 
« five of Chriſtianity, which is the baſis of the conſtitu · 
« tion; that no legal toleration ſhould be given to the pu- 
« blic preaching of doctrines, na leſs N to religion, 
< than to the ſafety of the ſtate: the Turk, the Heathen, 


et the Idolater, — * in that caſe, think themſelves tolerated 


« in propagating their tenets, and overturning, if he could, 
4 the eſtabliſhed religion.” Theſe were the ſentiments of 
Lord North; and yet no man, I think, will ſuſpect his Lard, - 
ſhip of religious intolerancy. 

The other argument in favour of the repeal which I pro- 
miſed to take notice of, is, That the Popiſh religion is now 
greatly altered to the better; and that many of irs moſt dan - 

and abſurd doQrines, have been abandaned by the 

miſh church. But what evidence have we of this? When 

and by whom was this reformation brought about? By what 
Pope or General Council have any of theſe pernicious tenets 
been condemned and renounced ? If there has been ſuch a 
General Council, .it muſt have happened ſince the, Council of 
Trent. When and where did it fit? What were its decrecs ? 
Pricts and Jeſu they are to be faund. The aſſertions of 
ſts and Jeſuits in this country I pay no regard to. It is all 
mere artiſice and cunning. Convinced that their tenets will 
not yet eaſily go down in a country where the ſcriptures are in 
every body's — and where the liberty of enquiring and 
judging is allowed to all, they have the effrontery to deny 
ſome, and to ſoften the complexion of others, that we may 
not be ſhocked at the monſtrous deformity of that ſyſtem of 
ſuperſtition which they with to introduce, Let us not be dey 
ceived with appearances. The devil, though transformed in- 
to an angel of light, is the devil till. Till once they can pro- 
"op us a decree of a Pope and General Council, owned Bd 
ubmitted to through the Catholic church, we can never be 
Fre, that they have renounced doctrines which are the 
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very baſis of Popery,—the principal pillars on which that 
whole ſyſtem of deluſion reſts, | 4 5 

The Britiſh parliament, when the Popiſh bill for England 
paſſed, appear to me to have been under a conviction, that 
principles of a bloody, iatolerant; and perſecuting nature, and 
—— to the ſafety of the kingdom, are ſtill maintained 
by Papiſts; ſuch as, the lawfulneſs of murdering heretics; 
that no faith ought to be kept with ſuch; that princes ex- 
communicated by the Pope, may be depoſed and put to death 
by their ſubjects; that the Pope may and ought to have tem- 
poral authority in this realm; that the obligation of oaths 
may be evaded by equivocation or mental reſervation; and 
that the Pope may diſpenſe with and annul theſe oaths, when 
ſuch a diſpenſation may appear neceſſary for promoting the 
Catholic intereſt, If the legiſlature had not been convinced, 
that theſe dangerous doctrines are ſtill held and maintained by 
the church of Rome, it is not to be imagined that they would: 
have ſo anxiouſly guarded againſt them in the oath to be ad- 
miniſtered to Roman-Catholics. If theſe are no longer the 
opinions of Papiſts, why are they ſo particularly mentioned 
in this oath ? why are not Papiſts allowed to ſwear the ſame 
oath which is adminiſtered to Proteſtants? When, there- 
fore, it is affirmed, that theſe and ſuch like deteſtable prin- 
ciples are ſtill maintained in the church of Rome, let it not be 
ſaid, that this is mere groundleis clamour, the raſh aſſertions 
of ignorant or illiterate individuals among Proteſtants : the 
_ Britiſh parliament have evidently the fame opinion. 

But I am aware that it may be alledged, that, ſuppoſing 
theſe tenets to prevail ſtill among Roman-Catholics, yet the 
oath they are obliged to take will be a ſufficient guard againſt 
their effects. A confeſs, Sir, I have a very different view of 
the matter. Suppoſe this oath tendered to a man who holds 
theſe deteſtable principles in his heart, do you think he will 
refuſe it? I cannot imagine he will, He hath,already re- 
nounced by principle, truth, juſtice, and humanity ; and can 
it be imagined that he will ſtop here? What fecurity, theo, 
can the oath of ſuch a man give us? The oath can be no e- 
vidence that he hath renounced- thefe tenets ; becauſe, to 
ſwear an oath, and then to break it, for the advancement of 
the Catholic intereſt, is itſelf one of them, In ſhort, Sir, if 
a man allows of equivocation in oaths, and holds the lawful- 
neſs of violating them for the good of the church, I defy the 
art of man to e an oath that will confine him; for even 
when he ſwears againſt equivocation, he can in that equivo- 
cate too, Trained up in a blind implicit obedience to the auy 
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thority of the church, and ſworn to be faithful to its intereſts, 
whenever he has orders from the Papal chair to break his 
faith, and can do it with perſonal ſafety, he will find no diffi - 
culty in complying.  'The docttine of infallibility, and the 
Pope's fupremacy, will effectually ſilence every ſcruple, and 
repreſent what in the eye of reaſon and religion would ap- 
pear highly criminal, a meritoriops act of obedience. At the 
worſt, he can eaſily get pardon and abſolution from the Pope; 
and the merits of the Bleſſed Virgin will ſet all to right in the 
court of heaven. - | 
1 ſhall now enquire, whether it is legal and competent for 
this General Aſlenbly to take any part in this affair, and, 
in conformity to the ſpirit and deſign of the overtures be- 
fore us, to take any ſteps for preventing the alteration of the 
laws reſpecting Popery. This, to me, Sir, is a point clear as 
the ſun. In this bleſſed country of freedom, every individual 
has a right to expreſs his apprehenſions of danger, to com- 
plain of icjury, and to pray for redreſs.” To deny us this pri- 
vilege, would be not only to deprive us of our birth-right as 
Britiſh ſubjects, but to lay a crucl reſtraint upon the feelings 
of nature itfelf. And, ſurely, what is the privilege of every 
individual in the-nazjon, cannot be refuſed the repreſentatives 
of this national church? The clergy, Sir, act both in a pri- 
vate and in a public capacity. We are members of the com- 
munity; our ſecular imereſts are blended with thoſe of ſo- 
ciety; and, therefore, in this reſpe&, we are on the fame 
footing with the reſt of our fellow-ſubjefts. In our public 
character, we are the teachers of religion, and the guardians of 
the religious intereſts of the people committed to our care. Ia 
both theſe characters, then, we are ſurely entitled to petition 
and remonſtrate againſt any public meafure which we appre- 
hend may be hurttul either to the civil or religious intereſts of 
the nation. And I am confident, that the dutiful repreſen- 
tations of a body of men, whoſe loyalty to government, a- 
midſt all the -rebellions and commotions that have at different 
times diſturbed the tranquillity of the empire, hath remained 
unſhaken, will never be diſregarded by the wife and gracious 
prince who ſways the Britiſh ſceptre. - 13 
But, Sir, it is not only lawful and competent for us, I hold 
it to be our indiſpenſable duty, as loyal ſubjects, and friends 
to the repoſe of the nation, to remonſtrate againſt any alte- 
ration in the laws reſpecting Popery. Should theſe laws be 
repealed, the affections of Proteſtants would, I am afraid; be 
alienated from his Majeſty, and their attachment to govern- 
ment weakened, 'Tumults and inſurrections may enſue, — 
| the 
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the whole kingdom may be thrown into the moſt dangerous 
convulſions. The memory of what our forefathers ſuffered 
from Popery, and arbitrary power, is not yet extinguiſhed in 
this country, Shocked at the many plots, maſſacres, aud 
wanton cruelties, hatched and practiſed upon innocent and 
defenceleſs Proteſtants, under the barbarous reign of bigotry 
and ſuperſtition, the people dread nothing fo ' much as the 
introduction of that ſanguinary religion, and nothiog will 
they oppoſe with more determined refolution. Knowing this 
to be the ſpirit and temper of the kingdom, and not to give 
government faithful information, would be highly culpable : 
knowing this, and foreſecing the conſequences, not to endea- 
vour to prevent the paſſing of this ſo-much-dreaded bill, 'would 
por us to be neither loyal ſubjects, nor the friends of peace. 
know, Sir, it may be faid, nay, it has been ſald, that the 
Aſſembly's interfering, and making ſuch a noiſe about the 
matter, hath a tendency to excite thoſe tumults and diforders 
which we profeſs an inclination to prevent. I am a fincere 
friend to peace and good order: all faction, ſedition, and 
lawleſs violence, I deteſt. And I muſt beg leave to take this 
opportunity to expreſs my concern and regret for the outrages 
lately committed upon the Roman-Catholics in this place and 
elſewhere, by ſome who bear the Proteſtant name, but who, 
by their conduct, have diſgraced their character. For what 
can be more dilhonourable, than to copy the worſt of church- 
es in one of the worſt of her principles? Let it not be ſaid, 
however, that this unhallowed flame was kindled by the in- 
temperate zeal of the clergy. No, Sir, our paſſive behaviour 
rouſed the people, and a ſuppoſition, that we approved of the 
Popith bill, and meant to acquieſce, hurried ſome of them be- 
yond all bounds, Be that as it will, fo long as we do nothing 
but what is our duty to our God, our king,” and our country, 
and conduct ourſelves in the diſcharge of our duty with pru- 
dence and regularity, we are not to anſwer for the confequen- 
ces. There may be ſome caſes, I confeſs, where the Aſſem- 
ber interpoſing, and making a buſtle, 'might be productive 
of evils worſe than the evil complained of. Inu theſe caſes it 
would be highly improper to interfere. But there may be o- 
thers, where a filent complaiſance to a few leading men in 
power would be treaſon againſt our king and our country. 
In theſe cafes not to ſpeak out would be highly inexcuſeable ; 
and I take the preſent to be a caſe of this kind. After all, 
Sir, I do not think that the Afembly's oppoſing the Popiſh 
bill, in a decent and conſtitutional wey, can have the leaſt 
tendency to ſtir up diſorder, or to alienate the affections = 
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the ſubjects from their ſovereign. The very contrary, I aps 
would be the conſequence. So long as we appear 
ily intereſted in the cauſe of religion, and of our coun- 
try, and diſpoſed to prevent, to the utmoſt of our power, 
every thing that may be injurious to either, we will poſſeſs the 
confidence and eſteem of the people. And if we poſſeſs their 
confidence and eſteem, we will have influence enough either 
to prevent i larity and diſorder among them, or, if at 
any time they (1 be hurried away by the impetuoſity of 
their paſſions, to moderate their zeal, and to bring them back 
to reaſon. But ſhould we refuſe to exert ourſelves in behalf 
of what they hold deareſt of all earthly bleſſings, we will, 
from that moment, loſe all hold of them, Deteſting us as 
traitors to our religion, and exaſperated at our timid beha- 
viour, they will renounce our authority, deſpiſe our beſt 
counſels, and, in the height of their reſentment, may throw 
themſelves into the hands of deſigning men, who may make 
uſe of the whirlwind of their paſſions to overturn the conſti- 
tution. A loyal clergy can only ſecure the loyalty of the peo- 
ple by enjoying their confidence and affection; and the beſt 
way to ſecure theſe, is to ſhew a ſteady regard to their inte- 
reſt. To expreſs our diſlike of the repeal of the laws againſt 
P „and to do what lies in our power to prevent it, is the 
moſt ſubſtantial proof we can give of our loyalty to our ſove- 
reign, and of our regard to the public tranquillity. . 

I ſhall only obſerve further, Sir, that the honour of the 
General Aſſembly is deeply concerned in this matter. Is the 
nation generally and juſtly alarmed, and can we fit unmoved ? 
Have ſynods, and preſbyteries, and congregations, and many 
political ſocietics, of no ſmall conſideration in the kingdom, 
expreſſed their apprehenſions, and declared their reſolution of 
oppoſing the repeal; and ſhall we refuſe to beſtir ourſelves in 
a cauſe of ſuch importance? Shall burghs and incorporations 
diſcover more true zeal for our religious rights and privileges 
than the General Aſſembly of the church of Scotland? All 
ranks through the kingdom are waiting, with anxious ex- 
pectation, the iſſue of our deliberations this day. The ſeve- 
reſt reflections have been thrown out againſt the conduct of 
the laſt Aﬀembly; I believe them to be unjuſt and ill found- 
ed: but, Sir, if this Aﬀembly purſue the ſame plan, the 
will not have the ſame apology te make. We have all neceſ- 

information; we have had time to confider the matter 
with coolneſs and deliberation; and if, after all this, we refute 
to open our mouths againſt the Popiſh bill, we will expoſe our- 


ſelves to the bittereſt reproaches of our country, and be u- 
* | nivertally 


bl 


Rev. Mr Thomſon. tg 


niverſally branded as wilful and deliberate traitors to the Pro- 


teſtant cauſe. 4s * 
Upon the whole, Sir, I love my king, I revere his high 
ſtation, and reſpect his perſonal character; I wiſh him, there- 
fore, to reign in the hearts as well as over the bodies of his 
ſubjects. I admire the conſtitution. of my country, and think 
it the beſt civil eſtabliſhment under the ſun, I would anxiouſ- 
ly guard, therefore, againſt every thing that might have the 
remoteſt tendency to unhinge or deſtroy this admirable ſyſtem 
of government. I eſteem Chriftianity the greateſt bleſſing that 
ever Heaven conferred on the ſons of men; and, conſequent- 
ly, the reformation from Popery the moſt fortunate æra in the 
annals of Britain: I cannot think therefore without horror 
of the introduction of that bloody, dark, and deluſive fi 
by which all our ſacred privileges muſt be endangered, and 
may be loſt, I am ſincerely concerned for the welfare of my 
fellow · ſubjects, and feel for the intereſts of poſterity ; it is, 
therefore, my ardent wiſh, that Popery may never get footi 
in this nation again, For theſe reaſons, Sir, I am humbly of 
opinion, that this aſſembly ſhould adopt the plan propoſed in 
the overtures; or if this ſhould not be judged the moſt eli- 
gible, to fix upon ſomething elſe that will fully anſwer the im- 
portant end at which they aim, It may produce yery happy 


effects : I am ſure it cannot be attended with any bad conſe» 


Wences. 
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MoDERATOR, | F | 
I is ſome ſatisfaction to find, that the debate of this day on 
the overtures may be conducted with ſome regard to the 
principles of religious toleration, which have ſo happily diſtin · 
guiſhed the æra of the Reformation; a moſt diſtinguiſhed and 
Eminent one. It had indeed no being or exiſtence in thoſe 
ages, when, Chriſtianity itſelf. being perverted into groſs ſu · 
perſtition, ſpiritual and civil Tyranny maintained her em- 
pire over the nations. It was then unpermitted to any to 
diflent, or to differ in the leaſt, from the eſtabliſhed decrees 
of the church ; and it was then, that awful decrees againſt he- 
reſy made the conſciences of men, which God had ſubjected 
to no dominion but his own, tremble under the impoſed yoke, 
dawn of the Reformation may be accounted a miracle in- 
deed, when it availed to unhinge this yoke, and defied thoſe 
terrors. Its marvelious progreſs, however, in ſpite of all the 
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power of its adverſaries, forced ſome intermiſſion of thoſe ſe. 
verities, Yet the church of Rome, though ſhaken to her 
centre, would not tolerate but by conſtraint. She knew, and 
learned, that the heaven-born principle would fubvert all the 
carved works of her idolatrous ſanctuary. 
What this nurſery of error would not admit, but declared 
execrable, the fathers of che Reformation inculcated as a firſt 
dictate of Reaſon and Chriſtianity. They taught and unfolded 
this principle in all its advantageous lights. It was approved, 
as the unalienable right and privilege which God had given to 
the rational mind of man; and it was found to produce the 
moſt ſalutary and beneficial effects. As that was diffuſed, the 
rage of religious wars was repreſſed. Men, no longer com- 
pelled by the fear of torture, became voluntary and fincere 
converts to pure religion and undeſiled before God. | 
Whence then came penal ſtatutes in Proteſtant countries 
with reſpect to religion? Strong neceſſity compelled them; 
becauſe the Proteſtants, in a human comparative view, were 
much the weaker party. The Popiſh powers combined in o- 
pen leagues againſt them. They formed and encouraged fe- 
cret plots and conſpiracies againſt their domeſtic peace; and 
their emifſaries were often too ſucceſsful in diſturbing their 
tranquillity. 15 * ta - 2 2g 
Hence aroſe, and were enacted, thoſe laws and penal ſta- 
tutes againſt Popery, and Popiſh prieſts and miſſionaries, in 
the Britiſh kingdoms. 'They were, in their origin, 2 de- 
fenſive, and by no means an adoption of the ſanguinary 
and perſecuting ſpirit of the church of Rome. They were, 
however, allowed to continue in force, and unrepealed, long 
after the grounds of their being enacted were, in a great mea- 
ſure, removed. The lenity and conſtitutional liberty of our 
government, as well as the mild ſpirit of our religion, ſuſpend - 
ed all exerciſe of them; and, of late years, from their con - 
tinued repreſſion, they came to be regarded as obſolete; and, 
in that view, in one part of the umted kingdom they were 
lately cancelled by the legiſlature. But it appears, from the 
combuſtion that has happened in this country, that many of 
our people had a different notion of theſe ſtatutes againſt 
Popery, or were eaſily induced to view them in another point 
of light: they ſeem to have conſidered them as acts equivalent 
to, or forming a part of the bill of rights, and as conſtitutional 
ſecurities for the Proteſtant religion; and hence the popular a- 
verſion to have them repealed. | | 
Tet it appears manifeſt, that the reflefting part of the peo- 
ple were moved to this oppoſition from a perſuaſion of the in- 
8 | | expediency, 
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iency, and the dangerous conſequence of the repeal of 
thoſe old ſtatutes ; and not from a denial and violation of the 
claims of conſcience, and a | periccnyng or intolerant ſpirit, 
Almoſt all the warnings and advertiſements that have been pu- 
bliſhed, diſclaimed any ſuch principle: ſo contradictory and 
repugnant to the Proteſtant faith and profeſſion was it found 
to hold any ſuch Antichriſtian doctrine, that, in the firſt e- 
ruption and fervour of zeal, it was diſavowed, and generally 
ſaid to be abhorred. £8. vhs | 
I ſhall not, therefore, animadvert on the procedure of the 
incenſed populace, which has been generally condemned ; but 
remark their extravagant credulity, when they believed, not 
only that their civil governors were about to undermine..or 
betray the intereſt of the Proteſtant religion, but that a party 
of the miniſters were diſpoſed to favour their deſign, How a- 
ſtoniſhing was the deluſion ! and how could ſuch a hideous 
thought enter into their hearts, to imagine that any of the 
miniſters of this church would lend their aid to Popery, and 
think of ſhutting the wide gulph fixed betwixt us and the 
church of Rome ! Though we are not the richeſt clergy in 
the Proteſtant world; though any of us ſhould be loſt io con- 
ſcience and to principle; yet frenzy and madneſs only could 
drive the meaneſt amongſt us to go a - begging after the party- 
coloured veſtments of Rome: her mitres are fold at too high 
a price for the richeſt of us, as they are beſtowed on her 
home-bred ſons; and as for her tonſures, her callots, her 
cowls, and hoods, &c, no Preſbyterian miniſter has any taſte 
for them, | ; — SS 
Yet all of us, I dare ſay, have, in the courſe of our fer» 
mons, pointed out occaſionally the groſs errors of Popery, 
long before the preſent alarm was raiſed; and there are thoſe 
too among us, who, in the calm and tranquil ſeaſon, when 
arguments are beſt heard, have illuſtrated the zra of the Re- 
formation, and Proteſtant principles, with fignal applauſe. We 
are not then chargeable with deficiency, but have acted as 
faithful watchmen ; watchmen who know, that to give a falſe 
alarm, is more culpable, than to fleep on our poſt, or deſert 
it, | ö y 


It is ſaid, that ſtill there is reaſon to fear that the Popiſh bill 
may be brought into parliament. We have heard of Wilkes's 
threats, and Burke's letter, Are theſe antagoniſts ſo worthy of * 
the attention of the church of Scotland, fo much to be dreaded 
by us, that the Aſſembly ſhould appoint a ſpecial committee to 
watch over their motions? Surely the ſatyr's ſneer would be 
redoubled in the features of 8 if he heard you had me 
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him this regard. The rhetorician of the Houſe of Commons 
would collect all his tropes, and all his ſtudied periods, to an- 
nounce you to the world as a gloomy, dark-minded, and fa- 
natical clergy. But 1 further ſay, Sir, that, in the nature 
of the thing, we can receive no aſſurances againſt the Popiſh 
bill more ſatisfying than thoſe that have been given us; aſſu- 
rances, not reſpectable alone for being delivered from the 
throne ; but, if poſſible, more fo, from the candid, the pa- 
thetic, the truly affecting manner in which they were delivered 
to us. 

1 chuſe not to follow the firſt ſpeaker in the wide ground 
taken by him in the argument ; bur conclude with declaring it 
my opinion, that a ſtanding committee ought to be rejected, 
and the conſtitutional mode, of giving an extraordinary and 
ſpecial injunction to our commiſſion, be adopted in the form 
1 ſhall read. 

My motion then is, That a ſpecial injunction be added to 
«the inſtructions of Commiſſions, to the following purpoſe : 
That the Commiſſions be particularly attentive to any fu- 
% ture motions about the Popiſh bill, and, on proper infor- 
mation of an attempt to bring it into parliament, that the 
«© Commiſſion be ſummoned pro re nata; and, in a petition | 
*to parliament, repreſent the great alarm and diſcontent of 
«© the people about the repeal of the penal ſtatutes; and that 
* they take under conſideration the procedure of the Com- 
miſſions of preceding aſſemblies, in order to procure new 
«ercCtions of churches in the highlands, and adviſe there- 
upon; and to take all prudent, proper, and conſtitutional 
n ſteps, for oppoſing the advance of Popery, and reſtraining 
all tumultuous commotions among the people,” 
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"MoptrAaTOR, 
8 one of the overtures tranſmitted to the Venerable Afſ- 
: ſembly, and now lying upon the table before you, has 

been ſent from the ſynod of Glaſgow and Air, I think 
myſelf bound, by the reſpect I have for that numerous and 
reverend body, to appear in ſupport of it. I readily acknow- 
ledge, that there are various members from that ſynod here, 
_ who are much more fic for that purpoſe than I can pretend to 
be: but, in a caſe that is of ſo great and general importance, 
there muſt ſurely be room for . exertion of leſſer as well as 
" grearer abilities, 1 q 


Sir, 
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Sir, The bill iotended to be brought into parliament for the 
relief of Roman - Catholics in Scotland, I beg leave to confider 
in three different views : Firſt, As directly oppoſite and re- 
pugnant to the laws of this country, and particularly the claim 
of right, which is the great ſecurity of all our rights and pri- 
vileges ; — Again, As wearing a moſt vatriendly aſpect to re- 
ligion and the morals of our people ;— And then, As the na- 
tural conſequence of theſe, I ſhall point out the part that is 
proper for us to act as the guardians of our people's religious 
rights and privileges. 

I, 1 ſay, I ſhall conſider it as a matter of law. And no 
ſooner do I view it in this light, than every reſtraint formerly 
laid upon Papiſts, ſeems to me virtually abrogated, or, if not 
ſo, gone into deſuetude, and can receive no effect from the 
executive power. | 

To begin with that clauſe which relieves from every kind of 
reward to intormers againſt Papiſts or Jeſuits, and ſubjects to 
no definitive penalty, even when information is given; this is 
an indulgence, the ſame with reſtoring them to the free, ſe- 
cure, and undiſturbed exerciſe of their religion, For where 
no reward is to be obtained for informing, there the informer 
will neceſſarily ceaſe ; or, if pique and reſentment ſhould pro- 
voke to inform, they can avail but little, as no definitive penal- 
ty will follow. And who ſees not the conſequence of ſuch a 
toleration ? How ready will trafficking prieſts be to uſe every 
art of flattery, terror, and intereſt, to pervert Proteſtants to 
the errors of Popery ? The free exerciſe of their religion 
takes in alſo the uſe of their religious books, which, without 
all doubt, they will be ready to diſtribute to their — 
inſtruct them in the knowledge of them, and recommens 
them with all poſſible warmth and earneſtneſs. 

But not only is the clauſe I have mentioned contrary to the 
ſpirit of the law, but alſo to the letter of it, which confers a 
reward of 500 merks upon any perſon apprehending and ſei- 
zing a Jeſuit or trafficking prieſt, ſo as to have them convict- 
ed; alſo to that ſtatute which ordains, that whoever debauches 
any of his Majeſty's Proteſtant ſubjects to the errors of Popery, 

ſhall be puniſhed as a rraflickiog prieſt. Theſe ſtatutes were 
enacted in 1696 and 1700, 

Again, by another clauſe in this bill, the diſabilites are ta- 
ken off * profeſſing the Popiſh religion, to inherit, or 
take by deſcent, any eſtate or inheritance belonging to their 
predeceſſors; and, on the other hand, it provides them with 
liberty to buy and purchaſe lands or eſtates as openly as the 


beſt affected Proteſtant ſubjects in the kingdom. Now, how 
| C 2 -  ablurd' 
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abſurd and injurious the conſequence that muſt follow ſuch a per- 
miſſion ! Jr this caſe, the heir, however perverted, or however 
debauched by trafficking prieſts, will continue to poſſeſs the natu- 
ral intereſt and influence of the family; and, if influence follows 
property, the more extended his property, the greater his influ- 
ence; which, partly from his own inclination, and part! 
through the influence of thoſe who adviſe him, he will be furc 
to uſe for the ſupport of his own religious views, and for the 
fupprefion of views which are contrary to them Though his 
property cannot intitle him to a feat in parliament, it will cer- 
tainly give him influence in the election of thoſe who are the 
members of it. 5 

But, to conclude this part of the argument, allow me, Mo- 
derator, to obſerve, that the bill which gave occaſion to this 
overture, provides moſt liberally for the Roman Catholics, in 
not only allowing them property and influence equal with the 
Proteſtants in the preſent age, but ſecures to them an influence 
over rifing and ſucceeding geverations, in as much as it permits 
them to take upon them the education and government of 
youth, How contrary this to the ſtatutes i609, 1661, and 
1700, by which the wiſdom of our forefathers provided, that 
the education of the children of Popiſh parents ſhould be car- 
ried on under the direction of Proteſtant relations; and to that 
purpoſe enjoined all the children of noblemen and gentlemen 
who were abroad, and in danger of becoming Papiſts, to re- 
turn, and have their education conducted at home? 

Alſo, how contrary this clauſe to the ſtatute that enacts a 
fine of 500 merks, to be paid by any one ſuſpected of Popery, 
refuſes to purge himſelf, who takes upon him the educa-' 

ion and government of youth; and enacts, that a fine of at 
leaſt 10co merks ſhall be paid by any one who preſumes to 
employ ſuch a perſon ? Now, as theſe laws were all made for 
the preſervation of the religious rights and privileges of this 
part of the united kingdom, and for our protection from peo- 
plc who grudged us the enjoyment of them, is it not natural 

r us to like to keep them unrepealed ? Will any man who 
is not born with a halter about his neck, chuſe to be in the re- 
verence of perſons who would oppreſs him? Whatever dif- 
ferent ſentiments we have about the Americans, and their pre- 
ſent behaviour towards government, we all agree in theory, 
that it is natural for every min to be independent if he can; 
and why ſhould we run the riſk of a dependence upon men 
whoſe very principles incline them to perſecute and deſtroy? 

But that brings me to a ſecond view of this matter; namely, 
As wearing an unfriendly afpett to religion, and the * 

a 0 
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of the people. And here two things concur to give it ſuch an 
unfavourable aſpect: one is, the infidelity, and the other, 
impiety, of the preſent age. Of all kinds of religion Popery 
is the moſt convenient for an infidel, in as much as it exhibits 
religion in ſo abſurd a view, that there is ſcarce any perſon 
who will not think himſelf juſtified in rejecting it. It dreſſes 
religion in a fool's coat, brings it nigh the door, and then it 
is eaſy to kick it out. Aud again, the impious man, if poſ- 
ſeſſed of moderate and limited abilities, will very naturally lay 
hold of this religion, as a way of being ſaved after a life of 
iniquity, and the moſt ready to put to ſilence his half-ſtifled 
conſcience. | 
From all and every one of theſe confiderations, -I am hum- 
bly of opinion, that the Venerable Aſſembly are bound in 
conſcience to declare their oppoſition to a ſyſtem of ſo much 
error and iniquity ; and the rather, that it is fo much the with 
and the deſire of our people, eſpecially the ſerious part of 
them, whoſe hearts tremble for the Ark of God. Our Gra- 
cious Sovereign has given us an example of ſtooping to ſatiſ- 
fy the minds of the people, by the full affurances he has given 
the Aſſembly, by his High Commiſſioner, from the throne, 
that this bill is laid aſide. | 


The Reverend Mr Lifton of Aberdzur. 


MoDERA TOR, MS ; 
H OW far the great principles of toleration ſhould be ex- 
tended, is a queſtion of the utmoſt importance. 10 
great indulgence is granted to Popery, there is danger be 
apprehended, both to the Proteſtant religion, and our civil 
- conſtitution : if too great ſeverity is maintained towards its 
profeflors, there is danger of our violating thereby the great 
rights of human nature. | 
— The right of private judgement, and of liberty of con- 
ſcience, is one of the molt ſacred and effential rights of man : 
no leſs ſacred and eſſential is the right of ſelf · preſervation, the 
title we all have of guarding and preſerving ſafe our religion, 
our liberties, and our lives. | 
To give you my views in this matter, I imagine there are 
three diſtinct queſtions to be conſidered : 1. Whether Popery 
ought to be admitted to a full and unlimited toleration in theſe 
kingdoms? 2. Whether any alteration ſhould be made in 
the preſent laws againſt Popery ? and, 3. Whether a bill = 
| | | e 


the like nature with that which hath paſſed for England, 
ought to be extended to Scotland ? 
1. Whether Popery ought to be admitted to a full and un- 
limited toleration in theſe kingdoms? I am very clear that ir 
ought not, If Popery were merely a religious ſyſtem, it 
would be intitled to all the benefit of the moſt extenſive tole- 
ration. The rights of conſcience are ſacred and unalienable. 
Every man muſt think for himſelf ; and no ſtate bath right to 
deprive him of his religious liberty, or to puniſh him for ſer- 
ving God according to his conſcience. In theſe things Chri- 
ſtians acknowledge none but one as their maſter, even Chriſt, - 
The Apoſtles of our Lord claimed not to have dominion over 
the faith of Chriſtians, but were only helpers of their joy; 
and if any ſtate were to enforce the public faith upon the con- 
ſciences of individuals, it would not only act iniquitouſly, bur 
to no good purpoſe : it might well make men hypocrites, ir 
would never make them true believers ; for men can believe 
only as things appear to their own apprehenſions, not as they 
appear to the underſtandings of others; and it is evident that 
bonds and impriſonments can never enlighten the conſcience, 
nor convince the mind. If Popery, then, were only a ſyſtem 
of religious doctrines, however erroneous, it would be inti- 
tled to all the benefit of a full and unlimited toleration ; for no 
man is to be ſubjected to any kinds or degrees of civil penal- 
ties merely on account of his religious opinions. - But Popery 
is not merely a corrupt and erroneous ſyſtem of doctrines ; 
it is a moſt dangerous combination againſt all the moſt facred 
rights and intereſts of man. Befides thoſe peculiar tenets 
_ which ſhake the foundations of ſociety, which aſſume a ſu- 
premacy over the civil powers, and which free its votaries 
from the obligations both of civil and of divine authority, by 
_ maintaining this very principle, That error and hereſy is to be 
extirpated by violence, it ſhuts iclelf out from the full bene- 
fits of toleration, and obliges us, on the principles of fclt- 
ervation, to ſtand on our guard againſt men whole tenets 
lead. down to. the chambers ot blood. 1 hold, then, that 
Popery, being a dangerous conſpiracy for the cxtirpation ot all 
who oppoſe her ſuperſtitions, is juſtly excluded from the full 
privileges of that toleration which other ſorts of diſſenters or 
"heretics are intitled to. - 

2. A ſecond queſtion is, Whether any alteration ſhould be 

made in the laws againſt Popery ? | 
And here I will declare, that if there are any kingdoms on 
the earth where Jaws are in force which cannot be exccuted 
without ſhockiog all our ideas of humanity and equity, theſe 
| | laws 
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laws ought to be repealed. In Popiſh countries, ſuch laws are 


a reproach to human nature. In Proteſtant countries, ſuch 
laws brand with infamy the pureſt. form of the Chriſtian faith, 
There ought not, ina wiſe and well regulated ſtate, any laws 
to be endured but ſuch as the voice of reaſon and juſtice ap- 
proves, and the hand of nature can carry into execution, 

It is to no purpole to alledge, that theſe laws are kept only 
in terrorem. Men are not to be treated as children. And 
even the rod which the child knows is never uſed, ceaſes to be 
a terror : to make it feared, it muſt be ſometimes applied, and 
never ſpared when there is occaſion for it. Laws, therefore, 
which are not executed, can have little terror in them. At the 
ſame time there is no ſecurity againſt them. Man ſhould 
know on what grounds he ſtands. The law ought to mark 
out preciſely where he is in ſafety, and where his danger be- 
gins. But to have no other ſecurity but the humanity of the 
times, is to live at mercy, and not under law. Lord Bacon 
obſerves, that ** certainty is ſo eſſential to a law, that a law 
*« without. it cannot be juſt ; for if the trumpet gives an uncer- 
„ tain ſound, *who ſhall prepare himſelf to the battle? But if 
a law hath an uncertain execution, men are as unſafe as if it 

had an uncertain ſenſe, A law, therefore, (he ſays), ought 
** to give warning before it ſtrikes; and it is a true maxim, 
„That the beſt law leaves leaſt to the breaſt of the judge.” 
Again he obſerves, that “the Prophet ſays, it ſball rain ſnares 
* upon them; but there are no worſe ſnares than the ſnares of 
* laws, eſpecially the penal, which growing exceſſive in - 
ber, and uſeleſs through time, prove not a lantern, buche 
to the feet.“ 5 | 13 
It was faid, That ſuch laws not being executed, there is no 
hardſhip ; no evil flows from their ſtanding as they are. But, 
beſides the hardſhip of living at mercy, it is not fo that no 
evil flows from theſe laws; though they be not” executed 
againſt Papiſts, yet by theſe men being excepted out of the act 
of toleration, they have no legal conſideration or capacity in 
the kingdom; and a thouſand conſequences follow from 
thence of a very hard and diſtreſſing nature. The law knows 
no ſuch perſons ; they cannot ſue, nortake by deviſe, nor ex- 
ccute any truſt of tutory or curatory ; beſides the particular 
incapacities by ſtatute, of ſelling, purchaſing, or inheriting. 
I am; therefore, fully of opinion, that all laws which ought 
not to be carried into effect, ought not to continue in force 
and that we ought to guard ourſelves againſt the danger of 
Popery, by ſuch wiſe and humane laws as might, and ſhould, 
þe ſtrietly executed upon every the leaſt violation of — | 
| 9 3. | 
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3. The laſt thing to be conſidered is, Whether a bill of the 
like nature with that which hath paſſed in England, ought to 
be extended to Scotland? And here I own, that, from the 
firſt moment that I ſaw the Engliſh bill, I was alarmed at the 
conſequences of an extenſion of it. We all know what a 
deep and faſt hold the prepoſſeſſions of education take of the 
human mind. They are hardly ever to be eraſed, becauſe 
men cannot endure to hear or to examine any thing that can 
be advanced againſt them. This is, in a particular manner, 
the caſe with all religious prepoſſeſſions; the mind avoids e- 
very thing that is contrary to them, as ſomething that is im- 
pious, and dangerous to their great and eternal intereſts : and 
unleſs men can be brought to look upon the truth, and exa- 
mine it, they can neither perceive its excellence, nor the de- 
formity of thoſe errors they may have imbibed in their youth. 

I need not take notice here, how aſſiduous thoſe that are at 
under in any ſociety are to make proſelytes, and to brin 
themſelves and their maxims into repute and conſideration. ; 
need not obſerve, that the only ſure way of propagating ſuch 
notions as cannot bear the light, or ſtand the teſt of reaſon 
and examination, is by ſowing. them in the early ſeaſon of 
youth, and giving them the firſt poſſeſſion of the mind. I 
would only obſerve, that the education of youth is a truſt | 
of ſuch importance, that, upon the ſame principle that Po- 
Piſh prieſts are authoriſed to diſcharge this office, they may be 
equally admitted to every office and place of truſt whatever in 
 gayernment. To form the minds of men is a truſt of more 
importance than to direct the formation of roads: why may 
they not then, by an act of parliament, be nominated among 
his Majeſty's juſtices of peace? It is of more importance to 
eſtabliſh in the mind the great principles of what is right and 
Juſt, than to enact laws for the preſervation of our rights, or 
to execute them upon the tranſgreſſors of them. Upon the 
ſame grounds, then, that they are intruſted with the educa- 
tion of youth, they may be ſeated upon our benches of ju- 
ſtice, and returned members of parliament from our counties, 
I think our great ſafety againſt the prevalence of Popery is, 
by keeping them out of all offices and places of truſt whate- 
ver; and, out of this office and truſt, in the firſt inſtance, 
the charge of educating the riſing generation, For that rea- 
ſon, I ſhould not wiſh to ſee a bill of the like nature with 
that which hath paſſed in England, extended to this country: 
and therefore I move, That, beſides the general inſtructions 
you give your Commiſſion againſt Popery, you ſhould give 
them particular inſtruction to watch over the G og 

; . roteſtant 
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Proteſtant religion; and, if any ſuch bill ſhould be brought 


into parliament, that the Commiſſion ſhould take every legal 
and conſtitutional meaſure to prevent its paſſing into a law. 


The Reverend Dr M'Farlan in Canongate. 


1 Riſe up, Moderator, to offer a motion, which I hope will 
be generally acceptable, being not merely of my own ac- 
cord, but with the advice and concurrence of ſome of the 
moſt reſpectable members of this Houſe. Before I proceed to 
this, I beg leave to make a few preliminary obſervations; 
which I truſt will not be thought foreign to the ſubject, and 
which may be of uſe in the ſubſequent debate, | | 
In almoſt every queſtion which comes before this afſembly, 
there will be a difference of opinion. I ſhould be ſorry to fee 
a perfect unanimity. This would indicate either a ſervile ti- 
midity, or a ſhameful indifference to the ſubjects ſubmitted to 
our judgement. Ia the great objects which we have in view, 
the intereſts of religion, and of our national church, I hope 
we are all of one mind. We differ only with reſpect to the 
particular manner by which theſe intereſts may be moſt effec- 
tually advanced. On the preſent ſubject of our conſideration, 
we may expect a variety of opinions. Some are of opinion, 
that the intereſts of religion will be beſt promoted by granting 
an unlimited toleration to all ſects and denominations of Chri- 
ſtians: others think, that this would be highly inexpedient, 
and even dangerous to ſociety and religion. The arguments 
on both ſides are fo plauſible, and, in ſome reſpects, fo well 
founded, that I can believe a man to be perfectly ſincere 
whichever of theſe opinions he embraces or defends; and we 
can allow him to differ from us, without ſuſpecting that he 18 
tainted by any bad principles. I therefore hope, that we ſhall 
hear one another with candour, and not impute that to party- 
ſpirit, or meaner influence, which ariſes, it is to be ſuppoſed, 
from the full conviction of our own minds. | 
We cannot help, however, to obſerve at this time, and I 
think it a proper occaſion to do fo, that the clergy, and other 
entlemen, who have appeared on both ſides of this queſtion, 
ave been very ill treated by the populace, in the higher as 
well as in the meaver ſtations of life. r 
There is, on one hand, a ſet of men, whoſe zeal ſeems 
greatly to exceed their diſcretion; who intending, it is to be 
hoped, to ſupport the Proteſtant intereſt, have been hut too 


ſucceſsful in ivflaming the minds of the people. I mean not by 
| D this 
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this to reflect on thoſe aſſociations of men, whatever theit 
rank in life may be, who have thought it their duty to de- 
clare their attachment to our religious conſtitution, and their 
deſire to defend thoſe laws by which it is protected. It is the 
privilege of every Britiſh ſubject to declare his mind where he 
believes his intereſt to be concerned. I am even pleafed our 
countrymen knew their privilege, and had the courage to uſe 
it. Neither do I confine my re flections to thoſe lawleſs mobs, 
compoſed only of the meaneſt of the people, who, by wan- 
- tonly deſtroying and plundering private property, have dif. 
graced the cauſe which, in the blindneſs of their zeal, they 
meant to ſerve, I have thoſe of better ſtations chiefly in view, 
who, not ſatisfied with declaring their own ſentiments, have 
thrown out the moſt virulent complains againſt every one 
who ventured to differ from them in opinion. It was with 
much regret that we have heard the moſt illiberal abuſe vented 
againſt ſome of the moſt reſpectable members of this | Houſe. 
One in particular, long diſtinguiſhed by his ſuperior parts, has 
been held forth in the moſt odious light, and expoſed to po- 
pular inſult, merely becauſe his ſentiments in ſome things dif- 
fered from thole of the people. I think it my duty at this 
time to declare, that fince I have had the honour to know 
him, he has acted with a degree of candour and mode- 
ration ſeldom to be found in the head of a party; yea, 
. further, I may venture to ſay, that I do not believe this 
country to contain a ſounder Proteſtant; nor is there in the 
church one more zealous to promote what he believes to be 
_ its intereſt. He can deſpiſe this mean abuſe; but we regret it, 
ag diſhonours the caule in which we are intereſted. We are 
appy, however, to obſerve, that there are few or none of 
the clergy chargeable with fuch a conduct as is now complain- 
ed of. I believe there are fc inſtances of ſuch a general fer- 
ment about religion, where ſo great a body have given fo little 
ground of cenſure. They have declared their ſentiments, but 
they have done it with caution. They have met with their 
people, not with a view to inflame, but to moderate their zeal. 
1 We hope, therefore, we ſhall not be ranked in the ſame claſs 
i with thoſe whoſe zeal has ſo far exceeded the bounds of diſ- 
Fretion. | : 
Bos if we condemn the intemperate ſpirit of one party, it is 
: no leſs reaſonable that we ſhould condemn the ſame extreme 
where it appears in the other. It is not without good cauſe 
that we ſay we have met with the moſt unjuſt cenſure and il - 
liberaſ abuſe from thoſe who profeſs liberality of ſentiment, 
and who ſtyle themſelves the friends of univerſal toleration. 
It is a queſtion which ſurely will admit of ſome doubt, 2 
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ther we ſhould all at once aboliſh thoſe laws enacted by o 


forefathers to ſuppreſs a religion which once threatened hs | 
ruin of our country? It will admit of ſome confideration, 


whether it be prudent to grant an unlimited toleration to a ſet 


of men who are even now ſucceſsful in propagating the tenets 
of a religion which we think groſsly corrupted, and which de- 
votes to perdition all who do not ſubſcribe its errors? Yet, 
becauſe we have ventured to mention our doubts ; becauſe we 
have not approved of a repeal which we think highly inexpe- 
dient; becauſe we have done what we thought to be dur duty; 
therefore the appellations of /anatical, enthijſiaſtic, illiberal, ig- 
norant, perſecut ing. and narrou- minded, have been thrown out 
on us in open handfuls; and this not merely by the bigots of 
the oppoſite party, but by thoſe from whole education and a- 
vowed principles we did expect a very different treatmenr. 
The moſt unjuſt repreſentation of our conduct has not only 
been carefully circulated in our own country, but fent to the 
moſt diſtant corners of the kingdom; they have been heard 
even in the great council of the nation. 'The friends of Pope- 
Ty are, at the fame time, permitted, in their pamphlets, to 
afſert the moſt notorious falſehoods, to deny the beſt eſta- 
bliſhed truths, to miſrepreſent the plaineſt facts, and even to 
load us with the moſt injurious refleCtions ; yet they are not 
blamed; their zeal for their religion is pleaded for their ex- 
cule ; they are regarded with favour as a perſechted people. 
Bur if we prefume to detect their falſehoods, ro maintain 
known truths, or even to defend our own conduct, we are 
immediately marked out as ſeditious pamphleteers, who wilh 
to raiſe a flame in the country, or revive the fpirit of perte-- 
cution, We have reaſon to complain of this injuſtice; but 
hope, that when the preſent ferment has ſubſided, our conduct 
will appear in a more favourable light. In a particular man- 
ner we hope, that, by our conduct on this occafion, we ſhall 
de able to wipe off ſome of theſe unjuſt aſperſions. While we 
are firm in maintaining our own principles, and active in doing 
what we believe to'be our duty to our religion, and to our coun- 
try, we ſhall, at the ſame time, act with that moderation and 
temper Which ſhould procure us the approbation of every wiſe 
and thinking mind. 
The Aſſembly have already heard ſeveral overtures from 
provincial ſynods, and ſeem to be of opinion, that ſomething 
ſhould be done. As the meaſure of a ſtanding committee 
ſeems to be already given up, I ſhall now offer a motion, 
which, I hope, will be more generally acceptable. 
It is moved, That the Venerable Aﬀembly ſhould take into 
D 2 thear 
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their conſideration the alarm which has been excited in this 
country by the intention of repealing the penal laws now in 
force againſt Papiſts, and make a public declaration of their 
ſentiments on this ſubject. - 

That our meaning may be more fully underſtood, I ſhall 
now alſo read the form of a declaration and reſolution, which 
we ſubmit to the judgement of the Houſe. 


[This was almoſt literally the ſame with that adopted by the 
Aſſembly, (which ſee after the Speeches), a few corrections only 
being made, and the laſt paragraph, reſpecting new ereftions, 
added to it, from a motion offered by Principal Robertſon.] 


I ſhall not now enter into the general queſtion reſpecting the 
"repeal of the penal ſtatutes, but confine myſelf to the ſupport 
of the motion we have now made, h 

I am aware of the objectious which may be offered againſt 
this motion. It may be faid, that though there was once a 
deſign to introduce a bill for the repeal of the penal ſtatutes, 
yet, as we have now received aſſurances that this deſign is en- 
tirely laid abde, which has already quieted the minds of the 
people, therefore it is now not only unneceſſary, but inexpe- 
dient, to reſume the conſideration of this ſubject, which may 
have a tendency to revive the alarm, and rekindle the flame 
which ſo lately appeared. If I did apprehend any ſuch con- 
ſequence, or did not ſee real good ends which might be an- 
ſwered by it, I ſhould be the laſt perſon to make this motion. 
But I muſt obſerve, that, even ſuppoſing our conſidering this 
fubje&t ſhould anſwer no good purpole, yet it is neceſſarily 
brought before us by overtures from provincial ſynods; fo 
that we muſt come ro ſome determination, and have it not in 
our power to wave the conſideration of it. I muſt further ob- 
ſerve in ſupport of it, that though we have received aſſuran - 
ces from miniſtry of their laying aſide this deſign, yet they will 
not be ſufficient entirely to quiet the minds of the people. It 
is known, that it is in the power of any member to bring in a 
bill into parliament, and that this bill would be ſupported by 
many in that Houſe, even in oppoſition to miniſtry. Repre- 
ſentations have alſo been made, that ſuch a bill would create 
no diſturbance in this country, But as we preſume, that the 
great body of this Aſſembly are fully convinced that ſuch a 
repeal would be highly inexpedient at this time, ſo it is the 
duty of every well wiſher to his country to do what lies in his 
power to prevent it. This we confider to be, in a particular 

manner, the duty of this Aſſembly, conſtituted legally, by 
the higheſt authority, not only a ſupreme court of — 6 
Nog ut 
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but of eccleſiaſtical legiſlation, and whoſe buſineſs it ſpecially 
is to watch over the intereſts of religion, to guard againſt e- 
very danger which may threaten it, and apply every remedy 
which their wiſdom can ſuggeſt. If we underſtand the words 
of our commiſſion, we are, in doing this, ſo far from exceed- 
ing, that we keep within the ſtrict line of duty. Should we, 
when ſuch an alarm threatens, take no notice of it, or uſe no 
means to prevent its cauſe, we might be juſtly charged with 
the moſt culpable negligence. We are more loudly called to 
do ſo, when we confider the uſe which was made of the fi- 
lence of laſt aſſembly, when this ſabject was moved. Then 
they declined to take up the conſideration of a bill depending, 
and which they had not ſeen, more eſpecially as they were aſ- 
ſured it did not extend to this part of the kingdom; and I 
think they did right at that time. What uſe was made of 
this? Their filence was conſidered by the friends of Popery 
as an approbation of the bill of repeal, and as ſuch was urged 
by them in ſupport of their cauſe. As we have the beſt rea- 
ſon to believe that this was far from being the mind of that 
Aſſembly, ſo now it is the more neceſſary that we ſhould de- 
clare our ſentiments, Another reaſon for ſuch a declaration, 
of ſtill greater force, is, that there is no other public meeting 
| where the ſentiments of this part of the kingdom on this ſub - 
ject can be ſo fully given. We are not to conſider this Aſſem- 
bly as a-general mecting only of the clergy ; but, by the ad- 
miſſion of lay-elders from every part of the country, from 
royal boroughs and univerſities, it is a complete delegation of 
the whole body of the people. If we agree in our opinions, 
as I hope we thall, ſuch a declaration may be juſtly conſidered 
as expreſſing the ſenſe of this part of the kingdom, This, pu- 
blicly and explicitly given, cannot fail to have the greateſt in- 
fluence in preventing ſuch a repeal as has been propoſed. 
What government would force ſuch a bill, in oppoſition to the 
declared ſemiments of a people who have ſhown their loyalty, 
and have been the uniform friends of civil and religious li- 
berty? We are alfo fully perſuaded, that our taking this ſub- 
3<& under our conſideration, and taking proper ſteps to op- 
ſe a repeal, will be ſo far from reviving the alarm, or re- 
kindliog the flame, that, on the other hand, ſuch a declara- 
tion and reſolution as is now propoſed, will have the happieſt 
tendency to remove thoſe fears and apprehenſions which are 
ſtill entertained by many. The people will more naturall 
confide and repoſe a greater degree of confidence in this Al- 
ſembly, and their commiſſion, than in any private * 
| | 0 


1 Rev. Dr M*Farlan. 


of men little known, hogever great their number, and how- 

ever fervent their zeal. | 

For theſe reaſons, we wiſh the Aſſembly to unite in ſuch a 
declaration and reſolution as is now offered to them. 


N= ; De Reverend Mr Chieſley at Corflorphine. 


MopkRA Tron, | a 
Mean not to take ſo wide a field in this debate as moſt of 
the ſpeakers before me. I mean not either to give a long 
detail of my ſentiments of Popery, or to enter deep into the 
queſtion, Whether the granting ſuch a toleration to Papiſts in 
Scotland as has been lately granted in England and Ireland, is 
a meaſure proper in itſelf ? | 
Suffice it to ſay, on the fit point, That I am as little diſ- 
poſed to favour the church of Rome as any member of this 
Houſe. Her groſs ſuperſtition, her earthly wiſdom, her u- 
ſurped domination, her perſecuting ſpirit, I cannot bear. 
That her deluded votaries may be reclaimed, and that our 
people may be guarded againſt her errors, ſhould be our u- 
nited endeavours, in all the ways of found argument from rea- 
ſon and ſcripture. And lt my tongue cleave to the roof of my 
mouth, if I fail, in my particular ſphere, to labour in ſo good 
a work. | ce We 
Suffice it to ſay, on the ſecond point, That, befides that 1 
can never ſuſtain ecclefiaſtical courts good judges in matters of 
civil legiſlation, I can hardly think it of our department to 
trouble ourſelves about them. To judge in ſuch matters is 
the proper province of the eſtates of the kingdom aſſembled in 
parliament ; and to dictate to them becomes not us. At the 
ſame time, as perſons of all denominations will ever be form- 
ing an opinion on every thing almoft that occurs, I frankly 
own, I alfo, as an individual, did this with regard tô the bill 
for repealing the penal ſtatutes againſt Papiſts. On the one 
hand, I liked the indulgence it propoſed, as friendly to liberty 
of conſcience, and the rights of private judgement : on the o- 
ther hand, I apprehended ſome danger from an indifcreet uſe 
of that indulgence. | 
Thus I think of Popery itſelf, and thus I thought of the 
projected repeal of the penal ſtatutes ee Papiſts, before 
the oppoſition of my countrymen to ſuch repeal took place; 
nor did that, when it appeared, alter my opinion, But what 
this oppoſition could not do in reſpect of my ſentiments, it did 
moſt cffeually in reſpect of my wiſhes. In the preſent _ 
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ded Nate of this great empire, I did not wiſh to ſee a meaſure 
followed out that was likely to divide it yet more: I earneſtiy 
wiſhed, on the contrary, that, for the fake of better preſer - 
ving that union on which the ſtrength of kingdoms ſo much 
depends, the legiſlature might drop all thoughts of extending 
the bill in favour of Papiſts ro Scotland, | 

But while I profeſs myſelf to have been thus chiefly led by 
the oppoſition of the country, to wiſh the penal ſtatutes a- 
gainſt Papiſts might not be repealed, let it not be ĩmagined I 
approve, either of all the methods of raiſing that oppoſition, 
or of all the modes of carrying it on. Some of the former I 
call unhallowed; ſome of the latter I pronounce-difgraceful. 
And I truſt this Houſe ſhall teſtify to-day, in a ſpirited man- 
ner, their abhorrence of ſuch proceedings. bs 14s 

And, truly, for any oppoſition at all from us to the repeal 
of the penal ſtarutes againſt Papiſts, however legal, there is no 
real occaſion now. His Majefty's own reſolution, ſo fully ex- 
preſſed in his gracious letter, to maintain the church of Scotland 
in all her rights and privileges, as by law eftabliſbed, and the re- 
peared aſſurances of his miniſters, received through ſo many 
reſpectable hands, that they have no intention of repealing thoſe 
flatutes, ave abundantly ſufficient to quiet our preſent 
and alarms from the ſide of Popery; and I ſhould indeed 
deem him groſsly indelicate, who ſhould riſe up here, and yet 
require more fſatisfattion on this head for himſelf. __ 

ut will what ſatisfies us in this houſe, ſatisfy our people at 

home? for, even to their prejudices themſelves; in this in- 
ſtance, I think a reſpect is due. It will not, I am afraid, un- 
leſs too we, as the General Aſſembly of the church of Scot- 
land, do ſomething. To ſatisfy them, therefore, ſhall we ap- 
point the ſtanding committee overtured by ſundry ſynods; a 
committee, with powers to ſubdivide itſelf into committees 
over the country, for watching over-the Proteſtant” intereſt ! 
The idea of ſuch a committee I reprobate, as unconſtitutional ; 
for this church knows no ſtanding committees, / except in caſes 
of general utility, or urgent neceſſity. But what good end is 
to be ſerved by the appointment of the committee in queſtion ? 
Think not, with theſe ſynods, it will extinguiſh the flame now 
unhappily among us: it will, believe me, but make it blaze 
the more. And how again is this committee neceſſary, when 
we have annually the Committee of the Royal Bounty, and 


the Commiſſion of the General Aſſembly, to anſwer its every 
purpoſe ? for the former have it in particular charge, to pre- 
vent the growth of Popery in thoſe parts where it is moſt apt to 


prevail; 


prevail; and to the latter it is even ſpecially recommended, to 
fee that the penal flatutes againſt Papifts be executed. 

To publiſh only to our people, then, theſe annual proviſions - 
of the General Aſſembly of this church againſt the further 
ſpread ot Popery, might well almoſt, one ſhould think, con- 
vince them of her unremitted attention to the Proteſtant cauſe. 

But as, by reaſon of no execution having followed thereon for 
ſo long a time, ſome of them may now, perhaps, conſider the 

recommendation to the commiſſion I juſt now mentioned, as 
merely a piece of form without any meaning; what 1 would 
humbly move, for their farther ſatisfaction, is this, That 
you now reſolve on inſtructing your Commiſſion, that if any 
% bill for repealing the penal ſtatutes againſt Papiſts in this 
« part of the united kingdom, ſhall be brought into parlia- 
« ment, they ſhall take the firſt opportunity of repreſenting to 
« the legiſlature the inexpediency of ſuch a repeal.” 4 

This is the very utmoſt length, I chink, we can go with an 

; propriety. And if my Reverend Fathers and Brethren here 
4 | will aut go home, and honeſtly tell their pariſhioners ſo much; 
: and tell them, at the ſame time, all the circumſtauces of the 


/ 


7 caſe as it now ſtands, I make no doubt of ſeeing the quiet e- 
* ven of the moſt illiterate mind, immediately reſtored. 
, + The Reverend Dr Carlyle at Invereſt.. 


D Carlyle began by ſaying, That while the debate was on 
the merits of the cauſe, viz, Whether jt was right or not 

to repeal the penal ſtatutes ? he could take no part, as that be- 

longed to the legiſlature ; but now that ſome of the laſt ſpeak+ 

by ers had confined their deliberations to the buſineſs before the 

Afﬀembly, which was the overtures from ſeveral ſynods, pro- 

poling/the\appointment of a ſtanding commintee on the affair, 

he could now give his opinion, having never delivered it in 

4 any church · court before. | 

5 I declare myſelf, (ſaid he), Moderator, to be a Revolution 

1 Whig; and, conſequently, to have the greateſt reſpect for 

5 _ the people. It is the opinion of mankind which regulates the 
conduct of all governments, and makes itſelf be reſpected, by 
deſpotic tyrants, as well as virtuous legiſlators. In this reſpect, 
Sir, I perfectly agree with many of the gentlemen who have 
ſpoken before me. However conſiſtent with juſtice and the 
ſpiric of Chriſtianity it might be to repeal ſome of the penal 
ſtatutes againſt Papiſts, in like manner as has been done in 
England, yet I think it highly inexpedient to attempt BO 

| repeal, 
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repeal, now that the commons of Scotland have ſhewn ſuch a 
warm averſion againſt it, I hope the attempt will never be re- 
vived in our days, to diſturb” the minds of the people, and 
give an opportunity to artful and defigning men to withdraw 
their affection from the rulers of the church and ſtate, 
I faid; that I reſpected the voice of the people. I did more, 
Sir, on à late occaſion; for I truly rejoiced to find that my 
countrymen, though, for the moſt part, ſeemingly inſenſible 
to public affairs, yer, when properly rouſed, could ſtill thew” 
ſome portion of that ardent zeal which diſtinguiſhed them of 
old, and formed ſuch an impregnable guard round their re- 
ligion and liberties. For which reaſon, Sir, when the opera - 
tions of the famous committee extended themſelves to my pa- 
riſh, I was weak enough (never ſuſpecting the conſequences, 
that followed) to be ſomewhat'proud of the ſpirit ſhown by 
the people. I was much pleaſed with the Whipmen of Fiſher- 
row, who declared, that they would endure all that could be 
_ inflicted by ſcorpions and whips, rather than renounce the Pro- 
teſtant faith. I was truly delighted with the Butchers of Mul- 
ſelburgh, who, like their worthy forefathers, would refilt un- 
to blood, rather than embrace the Romith ſuperſtition. Above 
all, Sir, I was charmed with the Journeymen "Tailors of New- 
bigging, whoſe venerable anceſtors had ſaved a remnant from 
the ſbeers of Popiſh perſecution. e be 
Gentlemen may laugh; I never was more ſerious in my 
life. It is my firm opinion, that we owe more in Great Bri- 
tain to the rooted averſion of the populace to the domidation 
and errors of the church of Rome, than to all the boaſted” 
ſchemes of our patriots. Arbitrary power might poſſibly have 
ſucceeded in its attempts; but, as it always carried Popery in 
its train,»the people obſerved its approaches by that means, 
and took the alarm. The nobility and great ones of the land 
might have been ſeduced by the ſmiles of a court, or bought 
with bribes, or entangled by faction: but the people could 
neither be overawed, nor ſeduced, nor bribed ; and that is 
the true reaſon why they have ſo often ſaved the ſtate. In this 
ſenſe, Sir, © of unconquerable firmaeſs and irreſiftible force, 
the vox populi is the vox Da. But, though they cannot be 
7 or overawed, yet, alas! Sir, they can be fadly mi/- 
! | | | 
This is the cauſe of all the miſchief that has been done bů 
them in all parts of the world. By this means the populace. 
have been too often the tools of the artful and deſigning: and 
as God ſpeaks in thunder and tempeſt, as well as in the calm 


voice of the goſpel, the fanatical z2al of the multitude has oft- 
E | en 
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ciples, and have oppoſed Popery with the inhuman and perſe- 
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en proved the vax Dei in this ſenſe, denouncing and executing 
divine vengeance on the guilty nations. | 
It is impoſſible to look back on the tranſactions in this 
country for ſome months paſt, relative to Popery, without 
conſidering the vex populi in the light I have laſt mentioned. 
Nothing can account for the alarm that was given, and ſpread 
ſo wide, and broke out in ſuch furious rage, but deceitful ar- 
tifice, and blind ignorance. The multitude are to be excuſed ; 
they underſtand no rules of proportion. Their paſſions are 


always in extremes. Whenever they are moved, they are ne- 


ceflarily in a panic of fear or of rage. If you ſet fire to com- 
buſtibles, they cannot chuſe but break into a flame. But it is 
in the conduct of ſome bodies of men in this country and 
church, that the ſpirit and principles of the Proteſtant religion 
have been ſubverted. It is by means of their publications 
that every rational Preſbyterian feels himſelf degraded. But I 
forbear to enter into particulars. I would ſoothe ; I would 
not inflame. | 
Let muſt I for ever regret, that the people of Scotland, in 
my time, have diſcovered ſuch illiberal and uncharitable prin- 


cuting ſpirit of Popery. I muſt ever regret, that the mini- 
ſters of this Proteſtant church have been in danger of fire and 


| ſword, for delivering the mild and peaceable doctrines of to- 


leration in a Proteſtant ſynod. What muſt our brethren in 
our neighbouring Proteſtant churches conceive of the temper 
and ſpirit ot our church? Let us not miſs this opportunity of 
dilpelling the cloud that hangs on our glory. $ 
Wich this view of the ſubject, I cannot agree to the over- 


tures propoſed, for ſeveral reaſons, that I will give you in as 


few words as poſſible. e | 
In the int place, The danger was imaginary from the be- 
ginning. The reception the bill had met with in England was a 


ſtrong prejumption that it was not dangerous to religion or li- 


berty. , The people of that country, more. jealous of their li- 


berties than the people of any country under the ſun, would 


not have tamely ſubmitted to the repeal, if it had been at- 
tended with the ſmalleſt danger. The unanimity of all partics 
in the Honſe of Commons, too, formed a ſtrong preſump- 


tion thar the bill was at leaſt entirely innocent. The truth is, 


Sir, that this country is in no danger from Popery. For what 
were all the ſtryggles of the laſt century ſo manfully maintain- 
ed by our forefathers, and ſo bappily concluded by the Revo- 
lation, but for the everlaſting excluſion of Popery and arbi- 
trary power? It is upon that tenure that our Proteſtant King 
* 4 | O 
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holds his crown. And the moſt fundamental laws of the 
kingdom, and the ſettlement of the throne at the Revolution, 
hinge on the excluſion of Popery. But if neither religion, nor 
the love of their country, could be ſuppoſed ſufficient to bind 
the nobility and gentry of the land; yet their own intereſt 
would oblige them to keep out Popery for ever: and, were it 
poſſible for them to become madmen all at once, and to be 
willing to act in direct oppoſition to their intereſt, and to for- 
feit all their own conſequence and power, yet would the intro- 
duction of Popery into the realm find an impregnable barrier 
in the rooted averſion of the people. = 
But, 2dly, Sir, I am againſt thoſe overtures, becauſe, if e- 
ver there was the leaſt foundation for an alarm in regard. to 
Popery, it is now happily over. Beſides what has paſſed on 
this head in public letters between his Majeſty's ſervants, I i- 
ine that every reaſonable. perſon received full ſatisfaction 
on this ſubject the firſt day of the Aſſembly. And as circum- 
ſtantial evidence is ſtill ſtronger than poſitive, there is the great- 
eſt reaſon to believe, that the intention to extend the repeal of 
ſome of the penal ſtatutes againſt Popery to Scotland will not 
be revived ; becauſe the Papiſts themſelves. are now conſcious | 
that they could reap no advantage from ſuch a repeal; and 
that they may truſt to the gradual abatement of averſion to 
them, and the extenſion of tolerating principles, by means of 
the repeal in our neighbouring country of England, and the 
certain though ſlow effect, which the mild laws of the greater 
country will have on the lefler, and the change that may be 
made by commerce and manners on the temper of the peo- 
My third reaſon, Sir, for oppoſing the overtures, is, That 
they have a tendency to preſerve among the people an intole- 
rant and perſecuting ſpirit, by keeping them in perpetual dread 
of Popery. + * 
The people have been ſo much heated on this occaſion, that 
they not only deteſt the Popiſh religion, — they hate the peo- 
ple called Papiſts, They would perſecute them to death; for 
of all the pafſions, the moſt cruel and bloody is fear. Can any 
reaſonable man ſay, that this is a deſirable or Chriſtian tem- 
per? It is diametrically oppoſite to our Proteſtant prinei- 


It is not only cruel and unchriſtian, but perfectly unjuſt. 
For no more was propoſed to be granted to Papiſts by the re- 
peal, than we wiſh all Proteſtants to enjoy in Popiſk countries ; 
nay, than they actually do enjoy in thoſe parts of the world 
where the ſpirit of Popery * gradually become milder. Nor 
| 2 is 
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js this temper only cruel, and unchriſtian, and unjuſt, but al- 


ſo extremely dangerous; dangerous to our fellow Proteſtants 
in Catholic countries, where the barbarous rage of our 


plc may draw on retaliation on the innocent and euiltleſs. 
ho can preſcribe limits to the fury of fanatical zeal? The 
maſſacre of Paris was faid to be in revenge of the death of one 
wan v. Let not the blood of our brother Proteſtants * be on 
our heads. 

I might add, Sir, that theſe overtures encourage diſtruſt and 


diſaffection in the King and the Legiſlature, as if they enter- 


tained defigns againſt our holy religion, and the eſtabliſhment 
at the Revolution; a temper moſt pernicious in the preſent 
juncture of affairs. I might add, that they are unconſtitu- 
tional and unneceflary, as we have a regular court, well ſuited 
3 every good end that could be ſerved by them. — 

t 1 have ſaid enough, Sir, to furniſh ſufficient reaſons a- 

inſt thoſe overtures. Let us then reject them, as unneceſ- 
Les and dangerous; and let vs ſubſtitute ſomething in their 


room that may calm the minds of our people, and bring them 
to a better temper. Let us endeavour to make our people 


worthy, in ſome future period, of having thoſe fanguinary 
penal ſtatutes repealed, which an eminent judge of England 


ſays, in his Commentaries, are the diſgrace of the ſtatute-book, 


by propagating among them the mild, generous, and Chri- 
principles of toleration. In this good work, I would. call 
upon our nobility and gentry, and upon the judges of the 


land, (if there were any now hearing me), to lend us their aſ- 


fiſtance, if they do not wiſh to fee an iron age of barbarity re- 


turn again on Scotland. For as certainly as the blaſts of the 


north kill all the genial productions of ſpring, as certainly 


does the rage of fanatical zeal banith arrs and ſciences, and all 


the Chriſtian virtues, from a wretched land. Let vs oppoſe 
Popery, Sir, not with the. perſecuting ſpirit of Popery, but 
with reaſon and argument, by mild inſtruction, and virtuous 
example. Let us oppoſe it with the humanity of Men, with 


the charity of Chriſtians, with the tolermting ſpirit of Pro- 


The n Mr Dun at Kirkintullech., 


M* Dun $f ke. very Zn &/ in ſupport of 8 overture 
from the 50d of Glaſgo and Air, and was not for 


Francis II. Duke of Guiſe, who was aſſaſſinated, at Orleans, by Pol - 


trot, n at the ua, as was thought, of the chiefs of chat 
party: 


only 


* 
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only appointing a committee at Edinburgh. but ſubcommittees 
to correſpond and co-operate with them in different corners 


De Reverend Mr Johnſtone at ' Holywood, + 


M* Johnſtone made a long ſpeech, in which he aſſigned 
| the reaſons which indv*=ed him, though a friend to tole- 
ration in general, to be 2; it extending it to Roman-Catho- 
lics. He inſiſted, at great length, on ſuch of the errors of 
the church of Rome as he thought ought juſtly io exclude 
thoſe who profeſſed them from all claim to toleration in a Pro- 
teſtant ſtate ; — particularly, on that church's claim to infalli- 
bility; no matter to vs though ſome of them placed it in the 
Pope, ſome in a General Council, and others in the Pope and 
Council united, it was certainly a doctrine of the church of 
Rome, that infallibiliry was ſome where or other to be found 
in that church; — on the doctrine, That no faith was to be 
kept with heretics, which appeared plainly to be the opinion 

of that church, from the conduct of the council of Conftance 
to John Huſs and Jerome of Prague; — on the perſecuting 
and intolerant ſpirit of Popery, diſcovered in numberlefs in- 
ſtances, ſuch as the Pariſian and Iriſh maſſatres, &c.; — on 
that church's diſpenſing with the moſt folemn oaths and obli- 
gations, &c. It has been faid, indeed, that, in the act which 
paſſed laſt year, moſt of theſe principles muſt be renounced, 
in the moſt ſolemn manner, by every Roman Catholic, before 
he can claim the benefit of that act. But then, whilſt the 
Pope lays claim to iofallibility, and a diſpenſing power, this 
can be no ſecurity, becauſe he can next day abſolve every Ro- 
man- Catholic from the obligation of this oath. Ih ſupport of 
this aſſertion, he mentioned an inſtance of Lewis XIV. having 
called a ſynod of French biſhops and clergy, who had, in the 
moſt ſolemn manner, as if under the direction of the Holy 
Ghoſt, determined that the French King was not obliged to 
pay any regard to the Pope's bulls in temporal matters; and 
yer, a very few years after, Pope Innocent XI. had made all 
theſe biſhops retract and recant what they had done, and de- 
clare they were heartily ſorry for and repented of their error: 
and ſurely that ſame power which could make a whole aflem- 
bly of French biſhops recant what they had done, can make a 
few individuals of this country, if it ſhall be judged for the in- 
tereſt of the church, renounce any oaths they may have taken 
to the contrary, He concluded with declaring his diſapproba - 
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tion, in hs lar, of that clauſe in the propoſed repeal, which 
allowed Roman-Catholics to purchaſe eſtates in this country; 
for there being at preſent ſuch an unuſual quantity of landed 
property in the market, he made no doubt, if ſuch an act took 
place, that a very large proportion of it would be purchaſed 
by the wealthy Roman · Catholics reſiding in England; and as 
power has always been found to follow property, the nec 
conſequence would be, that they would acquire a very . 
derable influence in the country. Fa 


The Reverend Mr George Laurie at Loudon. 


MN Laurie declared himſelf as much an enemy to the 
| church of Rome as any man within theſe walls, and gave 
It as his opinion, that the practice of that church, in impri- 
ſoning ſo many of the faireſt part of God's creation in mona- 
ſeries, had ſhe no other errors, would be ſufficient reaſon for 
him to condemn and renounce her. He proceeded, with decla- 
ring, that he never was a friend to the penal ſtatutes, becauſe 
he had uniformly obſerved, that all ſeverities in matters of re - 
ligion had increaſed the ſect they were meant to extirpate, and 
to beget in them the moſt rooted abhorrence and antipathy a- 
gainſt thoſe who enacted and exerciſed thoſe ſeverities; that 
he obſerved this to be the caſe in the county in which he him- 
ſelf reſided, in which the ſeverities exerciſed againſt the Preſ- 
byterians by the Epiſcopals in the reigns of the Stuarts, had be- 
got ſuch an antipathy againſt Epiſcopacy, that the name of 
Epiſcopal was, till very lately, almoſt as odious amongſt them 
as that of Papiſt; and there was not, even at this day, 200 


Epiſtopals in that very extenſive and populous county. 


The Reverend Mr D. Macfarlane at Drymen. 


M* Macfarlane obſerved, that he ſaw very bad effects would 
ariſe from the appointment of a ſtanding committee, with 
powers to appoint ſubcommittees. By theſe very means, in- 
ſtead of the minds of the people being quieted, the flame of 
intolerance would be kept up in many parts of the country, e- 
ſpecially where theſe overtures had taken their riſe ; and upon 
the ſlighteſt, perhaps falſe, report of a ſecond application to 
the legiſlature, the country would again be involved in the 
fame ferment. The aſſurances given by adminiſtration, as well 
as from the throne, were ſufficient to quiet the minds of the 
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people. He was therefore for rejecting the overtures alto- 
gether. | * 


De Reverend Mr Stevenſon at St Madacs. 
SL | 
7 "FJ HE ſubje& of our preſent deliberation is ay intereſting. 
Perhaps it is of more importance than any ſubject which 
has engaged the attention of this Houſe fince the era of 
Britiſh liberty. At that memorable period, for more 
than twenty years after it, the nature, extent, and limits of 
civil liberty and religious toleration were ſubjects of much diſ- 
pute, among two contending parties, commonly called #higs 
and Tories, High and Low Churchmen. The arguments on 
both ſides were then exhibited in all their force, by authors of 
diſtinguiſhed ability. In my younger years, I looked into this 
controverſy, and formed an opinion, which I have not yet 
ſeen reaſon to alter or correct. I became a Whig, a genuine, 
a Revolution Whig. Knowing the ſtrength of early prejudices, 
I was not ſurpriſed to find multitudes who had received a To- 
ry education, adhere to Tory principles; but being convinced 
that the oppoſite principles were ſupported by the moſt folid 
reaſons, I looked forward in full expectation of a time when I 
ſhould ſee them generally, if not univerſally adopted. In this 
hope, however, I now find myſelf diſappointed. On the ſub- 
Jett of civil liberty the true 1 principles, though under a 
new form, ſpread, and grow faſhionable. On religious tole - 
ration, we have gone far beyond the Revolution Whigs, and 
are for admitting it without any limitation. To one of my 
age, it is a matter of curious ſpeculation, to review the changes 
of faſhionable opinion which have taken place during the laſt 
ſixty or ſeventy years, on the moſt important ſubjects; on Ne- 
Jigion, Morals, and Politics. It is the boaſt of the preſent age, 
that it is an enlightened one; and that we poſſeſs a hiberality of 
ſentiment unknown to our fathers. This character I am un- 
willing to diſpute, though I cannot help thinking, that this 
age may, with more propriety, be diſtinguiſhed as an age of 
_ refinement: for it is well known, that Philoſophers of great 
name have endeavoured, by ſubtleties and refinements, far be- 
yond the line of common ſenſe, to ſap the foundations of all 
ſcience, and introduce an vniverſal ſcepticiſm. But admitting 
our improvements in-ſome branches of knowledge, and in the 
fine arts, it may ſtill be doubted, whether we are more en- 
lghtened on any of the very intereſting ſubjefts I have now 


mentioned, 


r 
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a rapid progreſs, not merely among the uncultivated and dif. 
ſipated in the upper and middle ranks of life, but alſo among 
men of ſcience and liberal education. And may it not be at- 


firmed, that infidelity with regard to a religion ſo grand, ſo 


rational, and ſo benevolent, as the Chriſtian, indicates both a 
perverſion of judgement and a depravity of taſte? About the 
beginning of this century, our ſceptics admitted the great prin- 
ciples of natural religion, and pointed their artillery only a- 
gainſt the evidences and peculiar doctrines of revelation. But 
infidelity has now aſſumed a more hideous form. For what 


are the ideas of Deiry exhibited by perſons of high character in 


the republic of letters? They are ſuch as relieve the worſt 
men from feelings of guilt, and dread of puniſhment; for 
what have beings to fear who are poſſeſſed of no freedom, and 
conſequently are not accountable, under the adminiſtration of 
x God of whoſe plan vice is an eſſential part, and who is re - 
preſented as, properly fpeaking, the ſole agent in the uni- 
verſe? Theſe are the liberal ideas of God and his govern- 
ment which ſpread and grow faſhionable in this very enlighten- 
ed age. — Our ideas of Morals are diſtinguiſhed by a like Abe- 
ral character. Virtue formerly ſtood fixed on a foundation 
as immutable as the throne of God. Now it has only a ſha- 
dowy, a precarious exiſtence ; and, degraded from its ſupreme 
excellence, it poſſeſſes no higher dignity than to be claſſed with 


pictures and flatues, as an object of tafte. Piety has been placed 


by Chriſtian, and even by Heathen moraliſts, at the top of the 


- ſtem; but, in our times, it ranks with Politeneſt. And what 


is it? I need pot fay what we were taught to include in the 


character of a pious man; but, in modern teaching, no more 


is admitted into it but admiration and eftceem. Benevolence is 
repreſented as its only f xed expreſſion, and all others as arbi- 
tray; ſo that the modes of worſhip practiſed by Chri/tians, 
Mahometans, and Pagans, are affirmed to ſtand on an equal 
footing in reaſon and propriety, —t cannot ſay that the prin- 
ciples of Civil Liberty adopted by modern Whigs have much 
pretenſion to liberalicy. © The notion of the divine, hereditary, 
indefeaſible right of a certain line of kings, and the abſurd doc- 
trines of paſſive obedience and non · reſiſtance, are till repro- 
bated. We are not put in mind of the ſhocking impiety of 
refufing to yield unlimited ſubmiſſion to the Lord's Anointed ; 
but there is another object in the body-politic to which this 


ſubmiſſion is transferred. The higheſt dignity and prerogative 


formerly aſcribed to this object was, the guardianſhip of that 
confticurion of which it is a part; but now the ſacred and — 
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nerable name of the Conftitution itſelf is attributed to it. To 
this object, as omnipotent, we are now inſtructed, every foul 
muſt be abſolutely ſubject. Reſiſtance to ryranny is pronoun- 
ced unlawful, and even impious. One caſe only is excepred, 
viz. When the conſequences of that reſiſtance will be a leſs e- 
vil than the effects of fubmiffion to the tyranny : A caſe which 
can never be determined with preciſion; for future conſe- 
quences depending on the direction of Supreme Unſearchable 
Wiſdom, are not ſubjects of calculation, and cannot be aſcer- 
rained even by the celebrated doctrine of chances. — But if we 
are leſs liberal than our fathers in our ideas of Civil Liberty, 
we are much more enlarged in our notions of Religious Telera- 
tion. At and after the Revolution, the ableſt advocates for re- 
ligious liberty made an exception of Popery, and juſtified that 
exception by the principles and ſpirit of that religion, which 
were found to be ſubverſive of the civil and religious rights of 
this Proteſtant ftate, both in theory and experience. Tn defence 
of theſe important rights, they judged it neceflary to lay re- 
ſtraints upon this dangerous ſuperſtition, and the profeſſors of 
it, Laws were accordingly enacted to that effect. Upon what 
principles the parliament, in the laſt ſeffion, proceeded to a 
ial repeal of theſe laws, we are yet to learn : for the expe- 
diency of this meaſure is only afferted in the ſtatute ; but for 
the ground? of it we are left to our own conjectures. It is ſure» 
ly fit to think and to ſpeak with reverence of that very reſpect - 
able body; yet one cannot help expreſſing ſome ſurpriſe, that 
Proteſtant Diſſenters, the friends of religion and liberty, ſhould 
find more difficulty in obtaining relief from the reſtrictions 
and penalties to which they have been, I will fay, unreaſon- 
ably ſubjected, than Roman-Catholics. The unanimicy with 
which the repeal of the penal ſtatutes againſt Popery paſſed 
through both Houſes of Parliament, was to us matter of aſto- 
niſhment : And no lefs aſtoniſhing it is, that that repeal has 
given ſo little offence to our Proteſtant brethren in England. 
That the apprehended extenſion of it to Scotland has excited a 
very general alarm in this country, among Proteftants of all de- 
nominations, is beyond a doubt. To what is this owing ? Muſt 
it be aſcribed to bigotry, and a narrow illiberal turn of mind ? 
It might be ſufficient to oppoſe to this charge the ſentiments . 
of Mr Locke, and many others, diſtinguiſhed far freedom of 
thought, and liberaliry of mind. But we ſcorn to take ſhelter 
under names, however great and reſpectable. We are able to 
defend our declared oppofition to the repeal, upon two folid 
grounds, viz, the right which every ſociety has to defend it- 
if; and the nature and * Popery, which are, — 
| £ » mu 
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muſt be, hoſtile to our religion and liberties. On theſe two 
points the defence ought to be reſted. I know that other ar- 
guments have been uſed, arguments which ought to have no 
weight with Proteſtants, and which, if carried their full 
length, would militate againſt all diſſenters from the eſtabliſh- 
ed church. | 
It is needleſs to ſay, that toleration in a certain degree, and 
within certain limits, is eflential to a free government in a Pro- 
teſtant country. Proteſtantiſm, in all its forms, is founded 
on the rights of conſcience and private judgement, and muſt 
admit them to belong to all and every member of civil ſociety. 
The great body of aoy Proteſtant ſociety have a right to call 
for the eſtabliſhment of that ſyſtem of faith which they be- 
lieve to be true; but, not pretending to iofallibility, they 
" ought to permit freedom of inquiry and debate, and a right of 
diſſent from the ſyſtem they adopt, to thoſe who judge it to 
be erroneous or falle. No laws ought therefore to be framed 
in ſuch a ſociety, wo compel any of its members to embrace 
the public faith ; becauſe ſuch laws would be a direct infringe- 
ment of the acknowledged rights of conſcience and private 
judgement, It does not, however, follow from this, that the 
civil powers may not proſcribe a particular ſyſtem of faith, 
and lay reſtraints on the public profeſſion of it; got, indeed, 
on account of its being falſe or erroneous, for that would not 
Juſtify ſuch a meaſure, but on account of its being mi/chievous. 
There is a great difference, not ſufficiently attended to, be- 
eween laws reſtraining an open and public profeſſion of any re- 
ligion, and laws compelling perſons to make profeſſion of a 
religion. Civil authority may interpoſe with reaſon and juſtice 
in enacting the former, but in no caſe in eſtabliſhing the lat» 
ter. | 
I ſhall now ſpecify two caſes, in which toleration ought not 
to be admitted. e firſt is, when men avow principles, 
4 which, if embraced by the body of the ſociety, would lead di- 
= rectly to its ſubverſion. The ſecond is, when the principles 
= of a religion lay an obligation on the conſciences of thoſe who 
believe them, not to tolerate any other religion; and even bind 
1 them to extirpate it, when they can do it with ſafety, . In the 
 4arſt of thele caſes, toleration ought not to be granted in any 
8 In the laſt, it ought not to have place in che 
| ſh goverament, g 
Iaffirm, Sir, that the open and public profeſſion of princi- 
ples ſubverſive of ſociety, has no claim to toleration in any go- 
vernment. I know it is the opinion of ſome of our very wiſe 
men, that government has little or no concern with * : 
| 4 
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but I hold theſe to be ſhallow politicians. I apprehend, that 
religious belief, in ſome of its articles, is eſſential, not to the 
proſperity only, but to the very ſubſiſtence of civil ſociety. I 
do not ſay that the Chriſtian faith is ſo, becauſe ſocie - 
ry has ſubſiſted, and may ſubſiſt, without it. But, with- 
out the belief of Deity, of moral obligations, of the di - 
vine moral government, and of the accountableneſs of man- 
kind as moral agents, I know not that ſociety can k 
together. From theſe principles human laws derive their chief 
ſtrength. Unſupported by divine ſanctions, the penal ties of 
human laws would be feeble reſtraints on the appetites and 
paſſions of men. An oath is reckoned the chief ſecurity for 
property and life; but without faith in God, as the righteous 
governor of the world, an oath can have no force. I cannot. 
therefore, help afficming, that they who openly declare their 
diſbelief of theſe great articles, are bad and dangerous mem- 
bers of civil ſociety. They are almoſt as little to be truſted as 
Roman-Catholics. If the latter deſerve to be laid under re- 
ſtraints and diſabilities, fo do the former. Modern ſcepties 
have impugned ſome of theſe articles ; and this is the mode in 
which infidelity now appears. Now, if theſe gentlemen 
ſhould take it into their heads to aſſemble together, openly 
and publicly, to worſhip Dame Nature, or the Anima Mund: ; 
or to adore a God who beholds a villain and an honeſt man 
with equal complacency ; and if they ſhould open ſchools for 
inſtructing the youth in theſe free and liberal ſentiments, I 
confeſs, Sir, I am ſuch a bigot, that I ſhould think it wiſe and 
neceſſary for the governors of civil ſociety to ſhut up fuch 
meetings and ſchools: And I am the more confirmed in this 
opinion, from an obſervation often made, and, I think, with 
juſtice, that the free ſcope given to the doctrine of Epicurus 
contributed more than a little to the downfal of the Roman 
empire. | | 
Bat, Sir, experience has taught us, that men profeſſing to 
be Chriſtians, may admit the reality of religious and moral 
obligations in the groſs, and yet ſubvert every one of them in 
the detail, by the force of ſcholaſtic diſtinctions and metaphy- 
ſical ſubtleties. Though this charge may be brought againſt 
other Roman-Catholics, it lies chiefly againſt the Jeſuits. All 
the powers of invention and ſophiſtry have been exerted for 
this vile purpoſe, by authors of that order; and their immo- 
ral and impious caſuiſtry, ſtamped with the approbation of 
the Generals of the order, has juſtly procured their expulfion 
even from Roman-Catholic kingdoms. To give free accels to 
the members of this ſociety to diffuſe the poifon of their perni- 
cious tenets in this Proteſtant country, appears to be contrary 
E4 to 
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to the fundamental rules of ſound policy. I know it is ſaid, 
the order is diffolved, and there is now no ſuch ſociety. But, 
notwithſtanding the Papal bull, the men and their tenets both ſub- 
Giſt. A ſociety fo famed for worldly wiſdom, would doubtleſs, 
foreſce the gathering ſtorm, and provide againſt it; and there 
is as much reaſon to believe, that they have tranſmitted a large 
ſhare of their wealth to this land of liberty, which, now that 
they ate relieved from legal reſtraints and diſabilities, may be 
employed to promote purpoſes very hurtful to religion, mo- 
rals, and liberty. As the late ſtatute ſpecifies the Jeſuits par - 
ticularly in the repeal, I have been led to obſerve, that, on a 
ground peculiar to themſelves, they are not intitled to tolera- 
tion. 
But 1 ſay, Sir, that Papiſts in general ought not, in this 
Proteſtant country, and under the Britiſh government, to en- 
joy the benefit of toleration ; becauſe they are in the ſecond 
caſe which I have mentioned, viz. When the principles of a 
religion lay an obligation on the conſciences of thoſe who be- 
lieve them, not to tolerate any other Teligion,; and even bind 
them to extirpate it when they can do it with ſafety. There is, 
I think, no propoſition more ſelf-evident than this, That men 
who are intolerant from principle, are dangerous in every ſo- 
ciety which differs from. them; and that it is eſſential to the 
ſafety of ſuch a ſociety, to lay ſuch reſtraints upon them as 
may be ſufficient to prevent that danger. This may well paſs 
For an axiom in civil policy. Now it is of importance to ob- 
ſerve, that no Proteſtants who adhere to the fundamental prin- 
ciples of Proteſtantiſm, have any thing to fear from one an- 
other, however widely they may differ in their religious ſenti- 
ments: I ſay, if they adhere ſtrictly to theſe principles. I am 
ſenſible, indeed, that many Proteſtant churches have been in- 
tolerant of other Proteſtant ſects which have ſprung up a- 
among them; and 1 own, that our own church cannot clear 
herſelf from this charge. But it is evident, that Proteſtants, 
in refuſing to tolerate other Proteſtants, counteract the firſt 
and fundamental principle of Proteſtantiſm, which is, That all 
men, and all churches, being liable to error, every man, and 
body of men, have a right to judge for themſelves, and to 
adopt that ſyſtem of faith which they believe to be true. 

One ſe& of Proteſtants are not permitted the free exerciſe 
of their religion in this country; and juſtly on one ground, I 
mean their refuſal to give the requiſite teſt of loyalty to the 

fovereign ; for, though I believe this refuſal proceeds from 
conſcience, yet civil ſociety cannot reſpect the plea of con- 

in a point ſo eſſential to its ſubſiſtence, But * 
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that ſingle ground; and that the limitation of public worſhip 
after the Epiſcopal form, to chapels in which clergy ordained 
by Engliſh biſhops ſhould prefide, is not juſtifiable on the prin- 
ciples of liberty and of Proteſtantiſm, If Scottiſh biſhops, 
and the clergy ordained by them, ſhould take the oaths to go- 
vernment, they would thereby purge the ſingle obnoxious ar- 
ticle in their religious and political creed, and ought to be al- 
lowed the free exerciſe of their religion according to con- 


ſcience. In ſhort, Proteſtants of all denominations, being 


loyal ſubjects to government, have a right to toleration in the 
ampleſt form ; becauſe, not claiming infallibility, they muſt 
admit reaſon and argument to be licit, and the only licit, wea- 
pons of offence and defence againſt each other. 

But, Sir, the caſe of the church of Rome is widely differ- 
ent. A church claiming infallibility can admit no diſputes 
concerning the truth of its ſyſtem, or any part of it ; no free- 
dom of inquiry, no right of private judgement. Every devia- 
tion from that ſyſtem, is an oppoſition to the infallible truth 
which has the ſanction of divine authority, and is, therefore, 
an oppoſition to God, and, as ſuch, ought to be reſtrained. 
This plea of infallibility, once admitted, juſtifies. every re- 
ſtraint upon conſcience, and every ſeverity which may be uſed 
for preventing the introduction or progreſs of error. It is 
here, Sir, I reſt my argument. An infallible church muſt be 
an intolerant one, intolerant from principle and conſcience ; 
and, therefore, every Proteſtant fociery thould look to its de- 
fence againſt ict, — Proteſtants in theſe and in other kingdoms, 
have had large, experience of the intolerant perſecuting ſpirit 
of Popery. It is needleſs ro ſpecify inſtances ; they are well 
known, and ought not to be forgotten. But what I inſiſt on 
is, the principle from which they proceeded, and by which 
they have been juſtified to the conſciences of Roman-Catho- 
lics. This principle of infallibility till remains in at church; 
it is the foundation - ſtone of the building, and the whole ſu- 
perſtructure reſts upon it: remove this, and the fabric will 
tumble of courſe. That church is fo ſenſible of this, that a 
doubt in any of her members concerning her infallibility, is re- 
preſented as the greateſt of mortal ſins. - 


This argument furniſhes an anſwer to all that has been faid | 


of the moderation which now prevails among Roman-Catholics, 
on account of which Proteſtants have nothing to fear from 
them. That there are in the communion ot the church of 


Rome men of moderate and tolerating principles may be ecafily 


admitted; but it is by no means clear that theſe are genuine 
ö members 
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members of that church. It is but too plain, that we have, 
among ourſelves, and, perhaps, in the great council of the 
nation, not a few, who look upon Popery and Proteſtantiſm 
as different modes of ſuperſtition, meriting equal regard, that 
is, no regard at all; and yet theſe men aſſume the names of 
Chriſtians and Proteſtants, and occaſionally join in the reli- 
 gious ſervices of our Proteſtant churches. We know too, 

with certainty, that in Roman-Catholic kingdoms there are 
great numbers of infidels, and perhaps too of Proteſtants in 
diſguiſe, who ſometimes unite in the outward celebration of 
the rites of the Romiſh church. Theſe men will be as mode- 
rate as you pleaſe ; but will you call them Roman-Catholics, 
or take your ideas of the principles and ſpirit of that church 
from ſuch men? It is from real Papiſts that Proteſtants ap- 
prehend danger; and he is not a genuine fon of that church 
who denies or diſputes her infallibility. Now it is not con- 
ceivable how ſuch a one can be moderate. The ground of mo- 
deration, in the mind of any man, is, his believing it poflible, 
at leaſt, that he may be in an error. This is the only ſoil in 
which this precious plant can grow. Infallibility and intolerance 
are perfectly congenial ; but infallibility and moderation can 

never be united, | 
The mild and gentle ſpirit of the times has been much infiſt- 
ed on in this argument, as a reaſon for diſmiſſing all appre- 
henſions of danger from Popery. I readily admit, that this 
is an age of humanity; and alſo, that the manners of men, 
in all the kingdoms cf Europe, have acquired a poliſh, from 
extended commerce, and other means of civilization, un- 
known in former times. But ſhall we, or ought we to truſt 
to this, fo our defence againſt men who are intolerant from 
principle and conſcience? War is now carried on without 
that ſavage fierceneſs and barbarity which prevailed in former 
ages; but honour, the ſoldier's principle, will prompt him to 
kill, burn, and lay waſte: and have we nothing to fear from 
conſcietfee in an infallible, and therefore intolerant church? 
By men who have no conſcience, this principle may be 
thought ſo weak, that nothing is to be apprehended from it: 
but I will be bold to ſay, and experience has too fully juſtified 
my aſſertion, that under the influence of bigotry and ſuperſti- 
tious zeal, no principle is ſo formidable, We have no reaſon 
to think, that Paul, before his converſion was deſtitute of 
humanity; yet he made havock of the church. And from 
what principle? Becauſe his conſcience dictated to him that he 
ſhould do many things againſt the name of Jeſus. The more 
conſcientious the members of an intolerant church are, the dan- 
| ger 
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ger from them is ſo much the greater, and the more ſhould Pro- 
teſtants be guarded againſt it. The loyalty of Roman - Catholics 
to government is deemed ſecure, by their taking the oath pre- 
ſcribed by the late law ; but I am far from thinking that oath 
a ſufficient ſecurity, while they are required only to renounce 
a foreign temporal juriſdiction, but are ſtill permitted to hold 
a ſpiritual juriſdiction. There is, to a Roman Catholic, very 
little binding force in that oath. If they had been obliged to 
renounce the infallibility, it would have been of more import- 
ance to the ſecurity of our religious and civil rights. But I 
do not inſiſt on this. The government is fatisfied concerning 
their loyalty. I will only ſay, times are changed. Thirty- 
three years have only elapſed, ſince their maſs-houſes and ſe · 
minaries were raſed, on account of the part they took in the 
late rebellion ;, and there is ſtill reaſon to believe, that if one 
of their religion ſhould claim the crown of theſe realms, they 
would not be averſe, in this country atleaſt, ro ſupport his 
pretenſions. But be this as it will, we have every reaſon to 
look to our own ſecurity, and the ſecurity of our religion, a+ 

inſt men ſo inimical to both. | 

We have been accuſed of cheriſhing a cruel perſecuting ſpi- 
rit. But what ſymptoms of that ſpirit appeared in the diſpo 
fitions of the people of this country towards Roman-Catholics 
before they were alarmed by the project of the repeal? Their 
meetings for worſhip were connived at by government. Did 


our people grudge or complain of this connivance? In many 


parts of Scotland, before the late rebellion, they went as 0- 
penly and publicly to maſs as Proteſtants did to church, and 
without moleſtation or diſturbance. After the rebellion, in- 
deed, they were more cautious and ſecret, from an apprehen- 
ſion of danger, not from the people, but from the ſervants of 
government. In ſhort, Sir, no diſaffection was ſhown by our 
people to Roman-Catholics ; they were permitted the free ex- 
erciſe of their religion in perfect peace, till we were rouſed to 
a ſenſe of danger by their petitions, favoured by the legiſla- 
ture, for relict from the reſtriftions to which, by law, they 
were ſubjected. There is a great difference between what per- 
ſons may 21 connivance, and what they do of tight. In 
the former caſe, they muſt proceed modeſtly, cautiouſly, and 
ſo as to avoid offence : in the latter caſe, they have no occa- 
ſion to keep to theſe rules. Boldneſs and defiance are the ſpirit 
which right inſpires. Proteſtants were, therefore, juſtly a- 
larmed, and united in declaring, that they could not find 


themſelves ſecure if the legal reſtrictions upoa Roman Catho- 


lies were removed. 
| b The 


* 22 = 


n 


4 . N 1 7 Lis 4 
r 


——— * * 
0 re A EIN - 


48 Rev. Mr Stevenſon. 


The reſtrictions which have been judged effential to that ſe- 
curity, relate chiefly to three things; to public worſhip, pu- 
blic teaching, and the acquiſition of property. With regard 
to the laſt, its propriety ſeems abundantly evident. Power 
and influence always follow property. It muſt be ſo. Look 


at the places where Roman-Catholics have property, and 
there you will find the greateſt number of the profeſſors of 


that religion. The repreſentatives of a Noble family of the 
firſt rank in the north of Scotland, have been Proteſtants for 
half a century; yet ſuch was the influence of that family 
while Popiſh, in making proſelytes, that in one low- country 
pariſh, of no great extent, in the neighbourhood of the ſeat 
of that family, there ſtill are eight hundred Papiſts. As to 


the propriety and neceſſity of continuing the legal reſtrictions 


on Roman-Catholics, as to public worſhip, and public teach- 


og, N has already been ſaid in this debate. If in a large 


family or ſociety there were but a few perſons poſſeſſed of prin- 
ciples and a ſpirit inimical to that family or ſociety, would it 
not be neceflary for the head or governors to keep a watchful 
eye upon them, and to prevent their tampering with the other 
ſervants, in order to bring them over to their party ? would ir 
not be alſo neceſſary to prohibit their holding meetings by 
themſelves, for encouraging one another in theſe pernicious 
principles, and ſtrengthening their obligations to ſupport and 
act agreeably to them, by the ſolemnities of religion? I think 
every man of common ſenſe muſt admit the propriety and ne- 
ceſſity of ſuch regulations in any family or ſmaller ſociery ; and 
why they ſhould not be judged as necefiary and wiſe in the 
great family of this Proteſtant ſtate, one cannot eaſily ſee, 
Much has been faid of the ſanguinary nature of the ſtatutes 


againſt Popery, and the inhumanity and cruelty of oppoſing 


the repcal of ſuch bloody ſanctions. I will ooly ſay, Sir, that 
we have as little pleaſure in the execution of penalties of any 
kind, as the moſt humane of our fellow-ſubjefts. We have 


no delight in baniſhment, or in blood; and if it had been pro- 


poſed to ſecure the objects of theſe ſtatutes, we would have 
made no objection to any penalties, however gentle, that 
would have been ſufficient for that end. But when it was 
plainly the intention to pull down the fences againſt the growth 
ob Popery erected by the wiſdom of our anceſtors, without 


ſubſtituting any thing in their place, we thought ourſelves 


bound to oppoſe a meaſure ſo dangerous, and to inſiſt that 


things ſhall continue as they are. 

Now, Sir, I will conclude with ſeconding the motion made 
by. wy Reverend friend Dr M'Farlan. The declaration and 
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reſolution which have been read by him, expreſs very fully my 
ſentiments on this important ſubje&; and I ſhall give my vote 
for adopting them as the ſenſe and judgement of this Aſſem- 


bly. 


The Reverend Mr Ewart at Trequeer, 


R Ewart ſaid, That he was "ſettled in a pariſh in which 
| there were more Roman-Catholics than in any pariſh in the 
ſouth of Scotland: That, before the year 1745, the Romiſh 
prieſts were moſt active and indefatigable, and oftentimes too 
ſucceſsful, in gaining proſelytes: That, after that period, they 
were more timorous and cautious; but that of late, particu- 
larly ſince the repeal of the penal ſtatutes was talked of, they 
had become as bold and daring as ever; and, therefore, he 
muſt be of opinion, that the repeal would be productive of 
very bad conſequences. As ſeveral members had told ſtories, 
he begged leave to tell one, of the Earl of Hillſborough, 
which would ſhew the dangerous nature of Popery. His 
Lordſhip, talking with one of his Iriſh tenants, who was ex- 
preſſing his ſenſe of the obligations he lay under to his Lord- 
ſhip for his many favours, and declaring his willingneſs to do 
any thing in his power to ſerve his Lordfhip: “ Oh but (ſays 
« his Lordſhip) ſhould his Holineſs the Pope command you 
© to cut my throat, what would you do?”—** Why, in that 
*« caſe, (ſaid the tenant with great regret), no doubt, I muſt 


« obey the Pope.” 


The River Principal Robertſon at Edinburgh. 


- MODERATOR, 
TH E circumſtances under which I rife to deliver my opt- 
nion, are ſo particular, that F muſt crave permiſſion of 
the Aſſembly to uſher in my ſentiments concerning the que= 
ſtion of the day, with ſomething relative to my own ſituation, 
I know well how painful it is to a man of any ſenſibility to 
ſpeak of himſelf in preſence of perſons whom he reſpects. ' F 
am aware that eget in is the moſt diſguſting of all forms ot 
ſpeech, and that it is with an impatient ear an audience liſtens: 
to its conſequential details. But, irkſome as this may be, 
both to him who ſpeaks and to thoſe who hear, there are ſi- 
tuations when a man is not only permitted, but is called upon, 
to ſpeak of himſelf, When one's character has been unjuſtly 
| G ' | traduced. 


traduced, one owes it to himſelf, and to his ſtation in life, to 
vindicate it. When one's actions have been miſrepreſented, it 
would be arrogance, not modefty, to decline an opportunity 
of placing them in their true light. That ſituation is unfortu- 
nately mine. While acting in no capacity but my public one, 
as a member of the judicatories of this church ; while guilty 
of no crime but that of agrecing in ſentiment with a vaſt ma- 
jority of the moſt numerous General Aſſembly that has met in 
this place for half a century, and that of concurring in an 
unanimous reſolution of the ſynod of Lothian, I have been 
repreſented as an enemy to the religion and liberties of my 
country, and expoſed to all the odium and obloquy which 
ſuch a character would merit. 

I truſt, then, that the General Aſſembly will be indulgent 
enough to allow me to explain the part which I have taken 
with reſpect to the extenſion of the repeal of the penal ſtatute 
of King William againſt Papiſts to this part of the united king- 
doms; and, in tracing the progreſs of my own ideas and con- 
duct, I flatter myſelf that I ſhall not be merely an egotiſt, but 
may throw conſiderable light on the general points now in de- 
bare. | 

The firſt intimation I had of any intention to grant relief to 
Papiſts from the rigour of penal ſtatutes, was in the news- 
Though I had obſerved with pleaſure, the rapid pro- 

greſs of liberal ſentiments in this enlightened age; tho' I knew 
that ſcience and philoſophy had diffuſed the principles of tole- 
ration through almoſt every part of Europe; yet I was ſo well 
acquainted with the deep-rooted averſion of Britons to the 
doctrines and fpirit of Popery, that J ſuſpected this motion, 
for giving relief to Papiſts, to be premature, I was afraid, 
on the one hand, that the liberal ſentiments of thoſe who had 
made this motion might induce them to grant too much, 1 
dreaded, on the other, that paſt offences might be imputed to 
the Catholics of the preſent age, and exclude them from that 
degree of indulgence which I conſidered as no leſs beneficial to 
the nation, than ſuitable to the ſpirit of the goſpel. But when 
FE obſerved the uncommon unanimity with which the bill was 
carried through both houſes; when I ſaw Miniſtry and Oppo- 
firion vying with each other in activity to forward it; when'I 
beheld that reſpectable body who aſſume to themſelves the di- 
ſtinguiſhing appellation of Od Whigs, taking the lead avowedly 
in ſupporting it; when I obſerved a Bench of Biſhops, of 
whom I may juſtly ſay, that, in learning, in decency of man- 
ners, and in zeal for the Proteſtant religion, they are not in- 
ferior to any of their predeceſſors, co-operating heartily with 
the other promoters of the bill, my curiofity, to know pre- 
| cCilely 
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eiſely what was the nature and extent of the indulgence grant- 
ed, became very great. Upon perufing the bill itſelf, all my 
apprehenſions vaniſhed ; the relief given to Papiſts appeared to 
me neither too great nor too little. By the ſtatute of laſt ſef- 
ſion, no political power or right is conferred on Papiſts. They 
are not intitled to hold any public office. They can neither 
ele, nor be elected, members of any corporation; far lefs 
can they chuſe, or be choſen, members of the Houſe of Com- 
mons. In conſequence of this ſtatute, an Engliſh Papiſt has 
not acquired the privileges of a citizen ; he is reſtored only to 
the rights of a man, By a law paſſed in a ſeaſon of jealouſy, 
alarm, and faction, Papiſts were rendered incapable of inhe- 
riting property by ſucceſſion or conveyance, of tranſmitting it 
to others, or of acquiring it by purchaſe; and the eccleſiaſtics 
of that religion who ſhould take upon them the inſtruction of 
youth, were to be puniſhed. with perpetual impriſonment, It 
is from theſe penalties and diſabilities alone that they are now 
relieved, They may now inherit, they may deviſe, they may 
purchaſe. Formerly they were in a ſtate of proſeription and 
incapacity : now they are rendered what the law calls perſone, 
capable of legal functions in the poſſeſſion and diſpoſal ot their 
own property. Nor are theſe conceſſions gratuitous. Before 
a Papiſt can enjoy the benefit of them, he muſt ſwear alle - 
giance to our gracious Sovereign; he muſt abjure the Pre- 
tender; he muſt reject, as an impious poſition, That it is 
lawful to murder or deſtroy any perſon, under pretence 
of their being heretics; he muſt declare it to be an un- 
chriſtian principle, That faith is not to be kept with here- 
tics; he muſt diſclaim the power of the Pope to diſpenſe 
with the obligation of an oath ; he muſt ſwear, that it is no 
article of his faith, That a Pope or Council can either depoſe 
princes, or exerciſe any Civil or temporal juriſdiction within 
this realm: in ſhort, he muſt give every ſecurity that the moſt 
ſcrupulous anxiety could deviſe, to demean himſelf as a loyal 
and peaceable ſubjze&t, Theſe flender rights, the loweſt a man 
can claim or enjoy in a ſocial ſtate, are the amount of all the 
mighty and dreaded acquiſitions made by Papiſts in virtue of 
this law. I rejoiced in the temperate wiſdom of legiſlature, 
and foreſaw, that a wealthy body of ſubjects in England, and 
a very numerous one in Ireland would, inſtead of continuing 
adverſe to a government which treated them with rigour, be- 
come attached to their king and country by the molt powerful 
of all ties, gratitude for favours received. and defire of fecu- 
ring the continuance of favour, by dutiful conduct. With 
ſpch views of the ſalutary effects of the repeal, it was im Py 
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ble not to wiſh that the benefit of it might be extended to tlie 
Roman-Catholics of Scotland. | 
Full of this idea, it was with aſtoniſhment I heard a motion 
introduced with precipitate zeal into laſt Aſſembly. for peti- 
tioning the King 10 refuſe his Royal aſſent to the bill for re- 
lieving Papiſts in England, which had pafſcd through one 
Houſe of Parliament, and was far advanced in its courle thro” 
the other. There is, I believe, but one inſtance “ in the hi- 
Nory of Great Britain of ſuch an unconſtitutional abſurdity, as 
a petition to the King, from a part of the people, to refuſc 
his aſſent to what was enacted by the — of the 
Whole nation. Upon tecollection, the member who propoſed 
this was ſatisfied, that the example which he thought of imi- 
rating, was unworthy of imitation; and, with his uſual can- 
dour, he withdrew the motion. But, on a ſubſequent day, 
the matter was revived in a new form. A motion was made to 
inſtruct the commiſſion to oppoſe any bill that might be 
brought into parliament for extending the repeal of the ſtature 
of King William to Scotland; and extraordinary proviſions 
- were mentioned, in order to ſecure a mecting of commiſſion 
for that purpoſe. This motion, like the former, was. intro- 
duced abruptly, without any previous intimation. It gave 
Tiſe to a fair and full inquiry into the expedicnce or inexpe- 
dience of extending the repeal to Scotland; and the point 
was examined with ſuch Chriſtian candour, liberality of fenti- 
ment, and learning, as would do honour to any eccleſiaſtical 
aſſembly in Europe. The refult of the whole was, to reject 
. the motion, by a majority of 178 10. 24. It ever the deciſion 
of any court merited the appellation of being uninfluenced, it 
was this. There was no expectation of a debate on ſuch a 
queſtion: cach member followed the impulſe of his own 
s mind, and was guided by the light of his own underſtanding : 
each uttered ſpontaneouſly, and without premeditation, the 
genuine ſentiments of his heart: unfettered by any prior con- 
cert, and untutored by any leader poſſeſſing real or ſuppoſed 
authority, each eſpouſed the opinion which to him appeared 
molt friendly to the Proteſtant religion and the good of his 
country. My part in this deliberation. was, and could be no 
other, than to go along with that reſpectable majority whoſc 
ſemiments coincided with mine. | 
The next eccleſiaſtical judicatory in which the queſtion 
came to be debated, was the ſynod of Lothian, That court 
is compoſed of miniſters as eminent, in every reſpect, as any 
in our church; ſeveral of whom are among the moſt diſtin- 


® [The petition of the city of London, that the King might not give his 
- afent to the Quebec bill.— have been more inſtances ſince. ) 
| guiſhed, 


guiſhed, both for zeal and abilities, in oppoſing the repeal of 
the penal ſtatutes. But, after à full diſcuſſion of the point, 
with the ſame brotherly candour and freedom which were 
conſpicuous in the General Aſſembly, as all had in view one 
object; the ſecurity of the Proteſtant faith, though with ſome 
diverſity of ſentiment concerning the means moſt effectual for 
attaining it, we at length agreed, with unanimity, in one re- 
ſolution. The purport of this was, to declare, on one hand, 
our firm attachment to the Reformed religion, together with 
our deteſtation of Popiſh ſuperſtition ; on the other, our ab- 
horrence of that intolerating ſpirit which ſubjects men to civil 
pains and penalties, merely on account of religious opinion; 
at the ſame time expreſſing our full confidence in the wiſdom 
of legiſlature, that if ir ſhould be deemed expedient to grant 
any relief to Roman-Catholics in Scotland, ſuch proviſoes 
would be inſerted in the bill for that purpoſe as might effec- 
tually ſecure the Proteſtant faith, and prevent any dangerous 
incroachment of its enemies. When perſons known to be of 
very different ſentiments concerning many points in- ecclefia- 
ſtical polity, and particularly concerning that which 'was then 
agitated, concurred in approving the wiſe and moderate reſo- 
lution of the ſynod, the moſt ſalutary effects were expected 
from this unanimity; and there was not a member pteſent 


who did not hope that it would go far towards removing the 


fears and jealouſies which now began to diſquiet the people. 
But what was expected to have ſuppreſſed groundleſs appre- 
henſions, excited a general alarm, Some deep policy was 
ſuppoſed to have dictated the pacific reſolution of the: ſynod 
of Lothian, The dread of ſome dark machination to intro- 
duce Popery ſpread through. ſynods, preſbyteries, corpora- 
tions, pariſhes, and deſcended at laſt to bodies without a 
name, and to men whole ſtation in life little intitled them to 
deliberate or decide on public meaſures. 1 forbear to trace 
the progrels of thoſe operations, or to comment on the nu- 
merous remonſtrances and teſtimonies which filled our news- 
papers. He muſt be an uncandid man, indeed, - who does not 
acknowledge, that a conſiderable portion of this ſpirit flowed 


from the honeſt zeal of a religious well intentioned people for 


the preſervation of the Proteſtant faith: he muſt} be an un- 
diſcerning one, who will not allow, that ſome infuſion of 
human policy mingled with the other; that ſome addreſs and 
artifice were employed in kindling and feeding the flame. 
However it might be raiſed, it was ſurely general. As ſoon 
as I perceived i:s extent and violence, my ideas concerning the 
expedience of extending the repeal of the penal laws to Scot- 
land, at this juncture, began to alter, For although I did 
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think, and do ſtill believe, that if the Proteſtants in this 
country had acquieſced in the repeal as quietly as our bre- 
thren in England and Ireland, a faial blow would have been 
given to Popery in the Britiſh dominions ; I knew, that, in 
legiſlation, the ſentiments and diſpoſition of the people for 
whom laws are made, ſhould be attended to with care, I re- 
membered, that one of the wiſeſt men “ of antiquity decla- 
red, that he had framed for his fellow-citizens, not the beſt 
Jaws, but the beſt laws which they could bear. I recollected with 
reverence, that the Divine Legiſlator himſelf, accommodating 
his diſpenſations to the frailty of his ſubjects, had given the 
Ifraclites, for a ſeaſon, fatutes which were not good, i. e. not 
Even the prejudices of the people are, in my opi- 
nion, reſpectable, and an indulgent legiflature ought not un- 
neceſſarily to run counter to them. It appeared manifeſtly to 
be found policy, in the preſent temper of the people, to 
ſoothe rather than to irritate them; and, however ill-founded 
their apprehenſions might be, ſome conceſſion was now re- 
quiſite in order to remove them. In every argument againſt 
the repeal of the penal laws, both in the General Aſſembly 
and in the ſynod of Lothian, what ſeemed chiefly to alarm 
my brethren who were adverſe to the repeal, was the liberty 
which, as they ſuppoſed, was given by the act of laſt ſeſſion 
to Popiſh eccleſiaſtics to open ichools, and take upon them 
the public inſtruftion of youth. In order to quiet their fears 
with reſpect to this, I applicd to bis Majeſty's Advocate and 
Solicitor General; and, by their permiſſion, I propoſed to a 
reſpectable miniſter and elder + of this church, who deſer- 
vedly poſſeſs much credit with the oppoſers of the repeal, that 
ſock proviſoes ſhould be inſerted in the bill which was to be 
moved in parliament, for reſtraining the Popith clergy in this 
point, as ſhould obviate every danger apprehended, Theſe 
gentlemen fairly told me, that if ſuch a propofition had been 
made more early, they did not doubt but that it might have 
produced good effects; but now matters were gone ſo far, 
that they were perſuaded nothing leſs would fatisfy the people 
than a reſolution to drop the bill altogether. Perſuaded of 
the truth of what they repreſented, ſceing the alarm ſpread 
rapidly in every quarter, and knowing well how imperfectly 
tranſactions in this country are underſtood in the other part 
of the iſland, I conſidered it as my duty to lay before his Ma- 
jeſty's ſervants in London a fair ſtate of the ſentiments of the 
people of Scotland. My ftation in the church, I thought, in- 


Colon. See 4 
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titled me to take this liberty in a matter purely eccleſiaſtical. 


I flattered myſelf, that my avowed approbation and ſtrenuous 


ſupport of the meaſure which had unhappily been ſo much 


mitunderſtood, might give ſome weight to my repreſentations. 
With the approbation of an Hon, Gentleman *, whom I am 
always proud to conſult, 1 communicated, at great len 

my 1 to a friend, who, I knew, would inſtantly lay 
them before the miniſter who has the chief direction of public 


affairs. I informed him, That the defign of extending the 


repeal of the penal ſtatures of King William to Scotland had 
excited a very general alarm: That the ſpirit of oppoſition to 
this meaſure ſpread among the King's moſt loyal and attached 
ſubjects in this country: That nothing would calm and ap- 
pow them but the relinquiſhing all thoughts of ſuch a bill: 

hat the procuring of the intended relaxation for a handful 
of Catholics, was not an advantage. to be put in competition 
with the imprudence of irritating ſo great a body of well-af- 
fected ſubjects: That if the meaſure were perſiſted in, fatal 
effects would follow; and no man, how great ſoever his ſa- 
gacity might be, could venture to foretel what would be the 
extent of the danger, and what the violent operations of an/ 
incenſed populace : That, groundleſs as the fears of the people 
might be, it was prudent to quiet them ; and the ſame wiſdom 
and moderation which had induced government, ſome years 
ago, to repeal the act for naturalizing the Jews, in conſe- 
quence of an alarm, as ill-grounded, in the ſouthern parts of 
the iſland, ought now to make a ſimilar conceſſion, from in- 
dulgence to the prejudice of the people on this ſide of Tweed. 


Such has been the tenor of my conduct. While I thought 


a repeal of the penal ſtatutes would produce good effects, I 
ſupported it openly : when I foreſaw bad conſequences from 
perſiſting in a meaſure which I had warmly approved, I pre- 
ferred the public good to my own private ſentiments ; I ho- 
neſtly remonſtrated againſt it; and I have the ſatisfaction to 
think, that I am the only private perſon (as far as I know) in 
Scotland, who applied to thoſe in power, in order to prevent 
that much-dreaded repeal, which has been repreſented as the 
ſubverſion of every ſacred right for which our anceſtors con- 
tended and ſuffered. In return for this, what is the recom- 
pence I have received? My character as a man, as a citizen, 

and as a miniſter of the goſpel, has been delineated in the moſt 

odious colours: I have been repreſented as a penſioner of the 

Pope, as an agent for Rome, as a ſeducer of my brethren to 


® \It is ſoppoſed the Lord Advocate.) | 0 3 
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Popery, as the tool of a king and miniſtry bent on overturn- 

the Proteſtant religion: In pamphlets, in news papers, and 
hand- bills, I have been held out to an enraged mob, as the 
victim who deſerved to be next facrificed, after they had ſa · 
tiated their vengeance on a Popiſh biſhop. My family has 
been diſquieted; my houſe has been attacked; I have been 
threatened with piſtols and daggers ; I have been warned, that 
I was watched in my going out and coming home; the time 
has been ſet beyond which I was not to live; and, for ſeveral 
weeks, hardly a day pafſed on which I did not receive incen- 
diary letters, more criminal than that for which an unhappy 
perſon * is now under ſentence of death in the capital of the 
kingdom. Tlie judge by whom he was condemned, obſerved, 
with propriety, that ſuch a crime appeared to him the moſt 
atrocious of any: A highwayman (faid he) takes from you 
your money; 2 murderer puts an end to your days; but the 
writer of an incendiary letter embitters life itſelf, by robbing 
us of our repoſe. My repoſe, thank God, was not diſturbed. 
I was conſcious of no crime, and dreaded no danger. I con- 
tinued in my uſual habits of life. I went about as uſual; and 
laſt night was the firſt time my family ever heard of the threats 
which had been denounced againſt me. One circumſtance, 
however, afflicted and filled me with horror. Several of the 
incendiary letters which I received were figned by Lovers of 
Truth; Friends to the Proteſtant Religion. It was in the name 
of Teſus l was warned that my death was reſolved, and the in- 
ſtruments for cutting ſhort my days prepared. May God for- 
give the nien who have diſſeminated among the pious and well- 
intentioned people of this country ſuch principles, as led them 
to imagine that aſſaſſination could be acceptable to God, and 
prompted them to point a dagger to the breaſt of a fellow 
Chriſtian, in the name of our merciful Saviour ! 

To all the Reverend and Honourable members of this Aſ- 
ſembly I owe the moſt grateful acknowledgements for the in- 
dulgence and attention with which they have liſtened to this 
long detail. It is the firſt time I ever mentioned my own name 
in this houſe; I truſt it ſhall be the laſt. 

With your permiſfion, Sir, I now proceed to the queſtion 
of the day: and happily it lies within ſuch narrow compaſs, 
that I ſhall not treſpaſs long on your patience. While it was 
a point in debate, Whether it would be expedient to extend 
the repeal of the _ ſtatute of King William to Scotland ? 


* [Cape James Major, for writing an incendiary letter to Sir William Muſ- 
refpited - 
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I met my brethren fairly on that ground, and endeavoured to 
ſhew, chat no danger could ariſe, to the Proteſtant intereſt ; 
but that many benefits, religious as well as political, might re- 
ſult from granting to Papiſts the relief propoſed. | The que- 
ſtion, at preſent, is not in the ſame ſtate; nor is it neceſſary to 
dwell on the ſame topics. Did I chute to imitate ſome ſpeak- 
ers in this debate, I might wander over the large field of con- 
troverſy, in which Proteſtants, and the adherents to the 
church of Rome, have ſo long conflifted. Were I to copy 
after others, I might take a range ſtill wider, and travel 
through the whole circle of ſcience, I might talk of The- 
ology, of Morals, of Law, and Politics, But, however a- 
muſing ſuch declamations may be, they are foreign to the bu- 
ſineſs of the day. We have heard a moſt gracious declaration, 
in his Majeſty's name, of his firm purpoſe. to preſerve the 
church of Scotland in full poſſeſſion of all her rights 'and pri- 
vileges, as by law eſtabliſhed : we have evidence, from various 
quarters, which muſt fatisfy every candid man, that there is 
no longer any intention to bring into parliament that bill 
which has been repreſented as fo fatal to the Reformed reli- 
gion, Does it then become the General Aſſembly to employ 
itſelf in combating phantoms of danger of its own creation? 
Whether is it our duty, at a juncture which requires national 
union and exertion, to compoſe the minds of our people, by 
informing them fairly, that the meaſure which alarmed them 
is now relinquiſhed ; or, by the appointment of extraordinary 
committees, to diſquiet and agitate them with imaginary ter- 
rors? Whatever may be the defects of this age, on which a 
member in my eye has deſcanted fo lamentably, propenſity to 
ſuperſtition ſurely is not one. There have been periods, 
when, from the inclination of the monarch, or the ſpirit of 
the times, a tendency towards a coalition with Rome was ma- 
nifeſt : but can any man now be ſo credulous as to ſuſpect, 
that King, Lords, and Commons, have entered into a conſpi- 
racy againſt. the religion in which they were educated, and 
which they profeſs to believe? What temptation can they 
have, wantonly, and without a cauſe, to wreathe a yoke about 
their own necks, which their fathers could not bear? Is there 
any reaſon for apprehending, that the Proteſtant faith, with 
the aid of power, with the advantages of a legal eſtabliſhment, 
with a vaſt majority of the people on its fide, will not be able 
to maintain itſelf againſt the efforts of a ſmall. body of Papiſts, 
who poſſeſs not the ſmalleſt portion of avy, political right or 
privilege? Indeed, if any perſon. unacquainted with the (tate 
of Scotland, has attended to a debate of the day, he muſt 


have 
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have been led, by the reaſoning of ſeveral members, to ima- 
-gine, that the Papiſts of this country compoſed a body very 
formidable, by their number, their wealth, or their influence. 
But what is the real fat? The Papiſts of Scotland, at the 
higheſt calculation, do not exceed twenty thouſand. I have 
reaſon to think that they do not amount to ſeventeen thou- 
ſand. Moſt of them refide in remote uncultivated parts of 
the country ; and they are chiefly perſons in the loweſt walk 
of life. In Scotland there are above thirteen hundred thou- 
ſand inhabitants. A ſect then, in contending with which we 
have eighty to one on our fide, cannot be the object of much 
terror. But though the number of a ſect may be ſmall, its 
property may be conſiderable ; and power is always the conſe- 
quence of wealth. With reſpe& to this, too, I have inquired 
with ſome care; and I will venture to aſſert, that, in all Scot- 
land, there are not twenty Popiſh gentlemen poſſeſſing a bun- 
dred pounds a-year in land. In the commercial line, I never 
heard of one opulent Papiſt. —— But we have been told, that 
if perſons of that perſuaſion ſhall be permitted to acquire pro- 
perty in land, the wealth of foreign Catholics, particularly the 
hoarded treaſures of the ſuppreſſed and formidable order of 
Jeſuits, will pour in upon us, and the landed property of the 
nation may be ingrofled by the enemies of our religion. Let 
us not take fright at mere bugbears. Attached as we may be 
to the place of our nativity, there are countries which more 
powerfully invite the wealth of foreigners to flow into them. 
Though it was not only decent, but politic, to give ſupport 
from abroad to the little remnant of a Popiſh church in Scot- 
land, that aid has always been miniſtered very ſparingly. The 
Popiſh prieſts, employed as miſſionaries in this country, have 
no larger allowance, at preſent, from the ſociety of Propaganda 
at Rome, than fifieen pounds a-year. From different funds, 
a ſmali addition is made of five pounds to ſome miſſionaries, 
of ſeven pounds ten ſhillings to others. Such ſcanty endow- 
ments cannot allure men very eminent either for learning or 
abilities; and we may fairly conclude, that the Romiſh church 
does 1-0t expect to reap much from the harveſt here, when the 
ſends forth her labourers with ſuch lender proviſion. —— But 
among vs, it is ſaid, the Jeſuits will find an aſylum, and em- 
ploy their wealth to acquire influence. With reſpect to the 
ſuppreſſion and preſent ſtate of that order, the courſe of my 
ſtudies has led me to know more than many of my brethren. 
The events which occafioned its ruin were caſual and unex- 
pected. The blow was as inſtantancous as fatal, and the wreck 
of its power and fortune general. The ſurviving 9 
A | | linger 
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linger out their days in indigence, and the order itſelf muſt, in 
a few years, be extinct. There is not, at this moment, as far 
I know, a fingle Jeſuit in Scotland. | 

After this view of the internal ſecurity of our religion, and 
of what it has to apprehend from the number or power of its 
enemies, I aſk, if it be in a ſituation ſo perilous as to call for 
any extraordinary exertion in its defence? I am as good, and 
almoſt as old a Whig, as the member who lately boaſted of 
that name. I love to fee my countrymen. diſcover that jea- 
lous concern for the preſervation of their rights which cha- 
racteriſes the ſpirit of liberty: but I am ſorry when I behold 
them waſting their zeal without cauſe, and fearing where no 
fear is. The wiſdom of our conſtitution has amply provideck 
for guarding againſt every danger that may threaten the 
church: Preſbyteries and ſynods watch over the intereſts of 
religion in their reſpective diſtricts; the general aſſembly meets 
annually to deliberate concerning affairs that relate to the 
whole church; during the intervals between its meetings, the 
commiſſion, compoſed of all the members of aſſembly, is im- 
powered to convene every quarter; among the ſtanding in- 
ſtructions given to commiſſions, there is one which enjoins 
that court to obſerve, with attention, the progreſs of Popery, 
and to exert its utmoſt endeavours in order to prevent it. 
Why, then, ſhould we have recourſe to extraordinary means 
for the ſecurity of the Proteſtant religion, when ſuch confti- 
tutional guards are eſtabliſhed ? Can any committee that an 
aſſembly may name be more reſpeCtable, or poſſeſs greater zeal 
and authority, than the commiſſion, which is compoſed of e- 
very member of the aſſembly? Is there any example, in the 
hiſtory of the church, of a meaſure ſo wild and unconſtitu- 
tional, as the appointment propoſed in the overtures, of a 
ſtanding committee, veſted not only with ſupreme juriſdiction, 
but with power to delegate that to ſubcommirrees, which may 
meet in every corner of the kingdom? Factious men, who 
wiſh to excite alarm, may name committees of grievances and 
apprehenſiont, when they neither feel nor dread any thing that 
can aggrieve them. In the heat and animoſity of civil conteſt, 
ſuch arts may be deemed allowable; at leaſt they have been 
employed. The church of Scotland, I truſt, will never be ſo 
_ forgetful of her own duty and dignity as to imitate ſuch an 
example. She will not alarm the people under her inſpection 
with falſe terrors. She will not, by a wanton and unneceffary 
departure from the eſtabliſhed forms of her conſtitution, fo- 
ment in the nation the dread of extraordinary danger, which 


ſhe certainly knows to have no longer any exiſtence. 
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But it is unneceſſary to combat a meaſure ſo extravagant, 
that even thoſe who propoſed it, ſeem now to be aſhamed of 
this favourite device. A Reverend member, whom I greatly 
reſpect, and to whom I owe my grateful acknowledgements 
for the obliging terms in which | he has mentioned me, has 
made a motion, in which he relinquiſhes tbe: idea of ſuch a 
novel and dangerous committee as was propoſed in the over- 
_ tures, and has recourſe to the conſtitutional powers of the 
commiſſion for the ſecurity of- religion. I approve, in gene- 
ral, the ſpirit of his motion; and if ſome expreſſions in it 
were altered, and a few clauſes omitted, I could give my vote 
for adopting it; but I flatter myſelf, that we may all agree in 
a reſolution, which, in my opinion, will be more for the ho- 
nour of the church, and more ſuitable to thoſe liberal ſenti- 
ments which prevail among a great majority of its members, 
I conclude with a motion of this kind, and humbly ſubmit it 
to the judgement of the Venerable Aſſembly : 
The General Aſſembly, animated with that zeal againſt 
< the errors of Popery which has always diſtinguiſhed this 
church, and filled with the ſame deteſtation as their fore fa- 
% thers of its corrupt doctrines and antichriſtian ſpirit, enter- 
*« ed upon the conſideration of the overtures tranſmitted from 
« ſeveral {ynods. After long and ſerious. deliberation, the 
General Aſſembly diſmiſſes the ſaid overtures, as contain- 
ing the propoſal of a ſtanding committee, in its own nature 
* unconſtitutional, and which now appears to be unneceſſary, 
after the gracious declaration, at the opening of this Aſſem- 
% by, of his Majeſty's firm-purpoſe to maintain the Church of 
« Scotland-in full poſſeſſion of all her rights and privileges, as 
by law eſtabliſhed ; and after public aſſurances, from un- 
, doubted authority, which convey full conviction to the Ge- 
« neral Aſſembhy, chat it is not now in the view of his Maje - 
«« ſty's ſervants to take any ſtep towards extending the repeal 
** of the penal ſtatutes againſt Popery to this part of the uni- 
« ted kingdoms, | | | | 
But, at the ſame time, though the Church of Scotland 
% difavows, in the ſtrongeſt terms, the principle of perſecu- 
tion for conſcience ſake, as-repugnant to the ſpirit of the 
« goſpel, and contrary to the genius of the Proteſtant faith; 
* though the General Aſſembly is far from wiſhing to cir- 
« cumſcribe the ſacred right of private judgement, or from 
« defiring that any body of men ſhould be ſubjected to civil 
_ «pains and penalties merely on account of religious opinion; 
« though the Miniſters and Elders of this Church loudly con- 
« demn the acts of violence and outrage into which a _ 
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ent and unhallowed zeal hath precipitated ſome people 
within our bounds, whom they earneſtly warn to guard a- 
« gainſt ſuch exceſſes of the wrath of man, as bring reproach 
on religion, and work not the righteouſneſs of GOD: yet 
« being ſenſible, that ſuch an alarm is ſpread among our 
% people, concerning dangerous conſequences, which, t 
« apprehend, may follow from extending the , repeal of the 
% penal ſtatutes agaioſt. Popery, as would render ſuch a-repeal, 
« at this juncture, highly inexpedient; the General Aſſembly 
« conſider it as their duty to do every thing in their power to 
«« quiet thoſe fears, and to remove thoſe apprehenſions. For 
« this purpoſe, the General Aſſembly does refolve, mo, That, 
« in addition to the inſtructions; to guard againſt the progreſs 
«© of Popery uſually, given to Commiſſions, the Commiſſion 
« appointed by this General Aſſembly be impowered and en- 
joined, if any bill; ſhall: be brought into Parliament for ex- 
* tending the repeal of the penal ſtatutes againſt Popery to 
« this country, to employ every legal and proper endeavour 
© to, prevent it from being paſſed into a law. | 24s, That the 
„General Aſſembly will exert. its moſt effectual endeavours, 
« in order to provide for the better ' inſtruction of the people 
« in thoſe corners of the Church where Popery chiefly a- 


„ bounds, by iacreafing-the number of ſtated paſtors among | 


« them.” plex? 
Arte John Dickſon Advgcate. | 
Mu. Dickſon obſerved, in reply. to the Principal, That uo 
gious opinion, was known in the law of Scotland; adding, 
with ſome degree of warmth, that he hoped the people of this 
country would, at no after period, be loſt to a ſenſe of their 
valuable privileges, ſo much as to view Popery in any other 
light than that which they do at preſent. — It was, indeed, 
impoſſible. they could. Popery, being always the ſame, would 


never preſent itſelf but in its own vile and deteſtable colours. 


The Reverend Mr Niſbet ar Montroſe, © 


MoDERATOR, | 


| I Should be ſorry, at this late hour, to detain this aſſembly 


> with a long ſpeech on the important matter now before us; 
and am fo little fond of the buſineſs of ſpeaking in Ps 
| that 
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that if I knew any other way of exonering my conſcience, and 
diſcharging my duty to my conſtituents, I would readily em- 
brace it. The celebrated St Bernard of Clairvaux, as we are 
informed by the writer of his life, had a receipt for brewing a 
ſort of ale, the beſt I ever heard of in the world, as every 
body that drank of it was immediately converted. If I had 
the honour of poſſeſſing this precious ſecret, I would not 
trouble you with any ſpeech on the preſent occaſion, but only 
invite this Venerable Aſſembly to drink a cup of St Bernard's 
ale with me, and then, without more ado, we would inſtant- 
ly attain a perfect unanimity. But as in the wreck of times, 
the receipt for making this precious liquor is unfortunately 
loſt, or, atleaſt, is not in my poſſeſſion, I find myſelf under 
the neeeſſity of uſing the ordinary method of language and ar- 
ment. * 
2 the reign of the late King William, the legiſlature of this 
country thought proper to enact certain laws againſt Popery, 
which have continued unrepealed, unexecuted, and uncenſu- 
red fince that time, till of late, that, oh an addreſs from the 
Papiſts of Great Britain, the Parliament thought proper to re- 
peal thoſe laws with regard to England; and the deſign of do- 
ing the ſame thing with regard to Scotland, cannot be de- 
nied, as it has excited the preſent alarm. I intend not to re- 
t what has been ſaid by others, but ſhall only offer a brief 
defence of the laws againſt Popery, and then briefly examine 
the arguments that have been uſed in favour of the repeal of 
them. Ay 15 PAC IRON 
Our anceſtors, in framing theſe laws, could not but remem- 
ber the dreadful ſufferings of Proteſtants in theſe kingdoms, 
and many other parts of Europe, from thoſe that profeſſed 
that religion, and the many dangerous plots and ' conſpiracies 
of Papiſts agaioſt Proteſtant ſtares; and finding no adequate 
remedy for theſe in the former laws of this country, and like- 
wiſe being reſtrained from perſecution by the ſpirit and laws of 
that religion which they profefſed, were obliged to copy the 
reſtraining laws of the Roman-Catholic church againſt thoſe 
that diſſented from her communion. And indeed the bare 
inſpection of theſe laws againſt Popery, may convince every 
one that they are almoſt a literal tranſlation of the Romiſhy 
Decretals. Since their firſt enactment a long time has inter- 
vened, and experience, the beſt teſt of the nature of laws, 
has ſhown that they were proper for the purpoſe intended by 
them. They hold up to Papiſts, rather ſuch an ufage as they 
cannot juſtly complain of, than ſuch as Proteſtants think them- 


ſelves authoriſed to inflict. Thus they remain in our ſtatute. 
1 | books, 
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books, like cannon taken in the field of battle, and pointed 
againſt thoſe to whom they formerly belonged. The odium 
of their ſeverity reflects no diſhonour on the Proteſtant church, 
but againſt the Papiſts, by whom they were firſt enacted; while 
their non-execution demonſtrates in the ſtrongeſt manner the 
lenient and tolerating ſpirit of the Proteſtant religion ; a de- 
monſtration which we could no longer produce in its favour, 
if the laws in queſtion were once repealed, Our lenity would 
then be aſcribed to reſtraint, and it would be alledged that we 
refrained from perſecution, only becauſe it was not in our powers 
I confeſs J have heard, with indignation and ſurpriſe, theſe 
innocent laws reproached as ſanguinary, inhuman, and dit- 
graceful, by perſons who know that they have not been execu- 
ted. Laws in terrorem have been found neceſſary by many 
ſtates; and the legiſlature, in 1746, adopted the ſpirit of the 
laws againſt Popery, by copying the reſtraints then laid on E- 
piſcopal non-jurors, from the acts paſſed in time of Epiſco- 
pacy againſt the meetings of Preſbyterians. | 
Our conſtitution, with all theſe perſecuting laws in its bo- 
ſom, has been highly celebrated and eſteemed by all true Bri- 
tons, and has received the applauſe of many judicious to- 
reigners, who lived under a different form of governmenr. 
Monteſquieu, Voltaire, Rouſſeau, De Lolme, and the Abbe 
Raynal, have greatly extolled it, without the leaſt exception 
of the laws in queſtion, Nay, ſome zealous, though candid 
Roman-Catholics, have not ſcrupled to approve the laws in 
queſtion, - and to celebrate the wiſdom of our government on 
that very account. The celebrated Abbé de Belle-garde, fo 
well known to every gentleman of taſte and literature, in his 
models of converſation, has one on the intereſts of princes, 


in which he ſays expreſsly, that Queen Elifabeth laid it 


« down as a fundamental maxim, to baniſh the Catholic re- 
« ligion out of England; and that by this principle ſhe ſup- 
* ported the riling liberty of the United Provinces, to counter- 
balance the power of Spain. It ſeems that the particular 
« intereſt of England, if one conſiders only the maxims of 
policy, muſt be to procure the advancement of rhe Proteſtant 
« religion every where; but cruelties and maſſacres ought not 
to be uſed, as being too barbarous.” 

I wonder what is become of ſome gentlemens loyalty, when 
they allow themſelves to libel the laws of their country, a con- 
_ duct nearly approaching to rebellion, Beſides, it ought to be 
remembered, that theſe laws are part of the ſecurities of this 
church guaranteed by the treaty of Union, aud declared un- 


alterable even by parliament ; fo that the bare propoſal of re- 
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pealing them is an attack on this church, and an infringement 
of the ſolema treaty of Union. | | 
But we are told that Popery is greatly changed. This 
would deſerve conſideration, if it were true in fact; but no 
proof of it has been offered; and, indeed, it is impoflible to 
| uce any. It is the boaſt of the Roman church, that its 
_ dodtrines and laws are invariable; and a zealous Romaniſt 
would take it as a very bad compliment to his church, to af- 
firm, that it had altered its maxims. It is now faid to have 
id afide its ancient maxims, and to have undergone a wonder- 
ful change : and indeed if it has undergone any change, it 
muſt be a very wonderful one, no leſs than what the doors 
of that church characteriſe by the name of tran/ubſtantiation ; 
a change of accidents and qualities, while its ſubſtance remains 
unaltered. The fame doctrines are profeſſed, the ſame laws 
are in force, and the ſame rigors practiſed, as formerly, where- 
ever any opportunity occurs of putting them in practice; and 
yet the Roman church is quite altered. The gentlemen who 
ſupport this opinion, muſt not take it ill if they are called Pa- 
piſts by the vuigar, who are not acute in diſtinguiſhing names, 
when it appears that they believe in tranſubſtantiation, one of 
the moſt radical doctrines of the Roman church. According 
to them, the Roman-Catholic church, by the word of ſome 
potent prieſt, without the leaſt change of its doctrines, laws, 
and practices, has been tranſubſtantiated into a lenient, mild, 
and tolerating ſociety, notwithſtanding the horrors of the In- 
quiſition. | | 
I am certain that I do not wrong the Roman church, in aſ- 
ſerting, that it is a perſecuting and intolerant ſociety, inimical 
to the rights and happineſs of mankind, and unfit to be tolera- 
red or countenanced by any Proteſtant ſociety. I have ſtudied 
the doctrines and laws of that church with care, not in the 
writings of controverſiſts, but in thoſe of its own communion; 
and am ready to do ample juſtice to perſons of real merit in 
that communion. I honour the memory of a Kempis, a Fe- 
nelon, and a Father Paul. But there is a wide diſtinction be- 
twixt the characters of private individuals and the maxims of 
that ſociery to which they belong. | | 
Me are likewiſe told, That this is an enlightened age, and an 
age of liberality of ſentiment ; and that the laws againſt Pope- 
ry, if ſuffered to remain, would be a ſtain upon us reputation. 
I ſhall not determine on the character of the age, as that pro- 
perly belongs to poſterity ; but whatever may be our degree of 
merit, it is certain that we have the honour of ſtanding very 
high in our own opinion ; and we have compoſed ſuch clabo- 
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rate eulogiums on ourſelves, as do more honour to our inven- 
tion than to our modeſty, Such encomiums put one in mind 
of the ſtory of the old woman, who prayed to God that the 


might never loſe a good conceit of herſelf, We are juſt wiſe 


enough to call our fathers fools ; an excellent proof of our 
good breeding and boaſted liberality of ſentiment. A certain 
pertneſs and petulance, which is to be ſeen in moſt of our mo- 
dern writings, ſeem to diſtinguiſh the preſent age, rather than 
any improvement in real knowledge. We are fond of innova- 
tion, and love to be conſidered as the firſt inventors of ev 
thing that is valuable and excellent, while we ſuperciliouſly deſpiſe 
the greateſt names of the laſt age. The noble patriots who plan- 
ned and eſtabliſhed the Revolution; ſettlement, are now confider- 
ed as Goths and Barbarians, and their wiſe laws are now treat- 
ed with ridicule, by gentlemen who plume themſelves on theit 
liberality of ſentiment ; who, however indulgent to 'Infidels 
and Papiſts, appear to have no great eſteem for the friends of 
civil and religious liberty, While we profeſs to deſpiſe our 
fathers, we are but teaching our poſterity to deſpiſe us in their 
turn. 1 remember to have heard of an old clergyman who 
boaſted to his friend of the pregnant parts and wiſe ſayings of 
his ſon, of which he could give no other ſpecimen, than that 
he had ſaid, O father, you are a great beaſt! A ſpeech 
equally decent and reſpe&ful as fome that are now uſed with 
regard to our venerable anceſtors. 
It has likewiſe been denied that a repeal of the laws in 
ueſtion give any encouragement to Popery, or has any ten- 
Jas to its eſtabliſhment. But this is not ſo clear. It is a 
proverbial truth, that Rome was not built in a day; and 
thoſe who are acquainted with the arts of the Roman mit- 
ſionaries, know what advantage they can take of a little in- 
dulgence, They might ſoon aſk more, if the repeal was 
granted them ; and who knows what may be done in their fa- 


vour, if the preſent favourable impreſſions of Popery conti- 


nue to be in faſhion ? I ſhould not even be ſurpriſed if 
Popery ſhould come to be eſtabliſhed in conſequence of the 
intended repeal, We have frequent occaſions to admire the 
power of faſhion in changing the ſentiments 2nd manners of 


men. The firſt ſtage to which the Roman-Catholic miſſio- 


naries endeavour to bring their diſciples, is to have a favour- 
able opinion of their religion. - Many of us are already got 
that length; and it would be no ſurpriſe to any that are ac- 
quainted with human nature, if thoſe gentlemen who have arg 
rived fo eaſily at the firſt ſtage of Roman-Catholic converſion, 
ſhould make out the remainder of the way with equal alacri- 
ty, and contend for the eſtabliſhment of that religion, Ke 
v 


. 
= 


- 
a 
* 
9 


66 Rev. Mr Niſbet. 


which they have learned already to think ſo favourably. If 
they are going to Rome, they have already paſſed the Rubi- 
con. 

We have likewiſe been told, that the deſign of repealing 
the laws againſt Popery is now laid aſide ; and that if there is 
any evil in repealing them, it is no longer to be dreaded ; that 
we ought to rely on the aſſurances we have received, and not 
countenance an alarm which has no longer any foundation. 
But perhaps it is not yet time to be ſecure, I hold in my hand 
the Votes of the Houſe of Commons of the 18th March 
laſt, in which I find theſe words: © A petition of ſeveral of 
„his Majeſty's Roman-Catholic {ubjetts of North Britain be- 
ing offered to be preſented to the Houſe, the Lord North, 
« by his Majcſty's command, acquainted the Houſe, that his 

 «« Majeſty, having been informed of the contents of the faid 
e petition, recommends it to the conſideration of the Houſe. 
A motion was made, and the queſtion being propoſed, That 
the ſaid petition be referred to the conſideration of a com- 
* mittee, and that they do examine the matter thereof, and 
** report the ſame, as it ſhall appear to them, to the Houſe? © 
and the previous queſtion being put, That that queſtion be 
% now put ; it paſſed in the negative, Ordered, That the ſaid 
« petition do lie upon the table.” We have here the moſt 
authentic cvidence, that the Papiſts do not want great friends, 
nor powerful recommendations: and although the petition in 
queſtion artfully intreats that the repeal be not immediately 
granted; yet the compenſation they alk for their loſſes, a thing 
not always granted to Proteſtants when they had ſuffered from 
perſons unknown, and the protection they ſolicit, appears to 
contain the ſubllance of the intenged repeal in a more artful 
and dangerous way. Proteſtants may be ſubjected, if this pe- 
tition is granted, to contributions for altars, images, and cru- 
cifixes, as oft as the Papiſts ſhould think proper to ſtir up the 
populace. againſt them. The repeal would only bave enabled 
the Papiſts to exerciſe their religion at their own expence ; the 
grantiog of this petition might enable them to ſupport. it at the 
expence of , Proteſtants, even ſuch as never offered them the 
leaſt injury. This petition now lics upon the table of the Houſe 
of Commons; and having ſo weighty recommendations, the 
delign of granting it ſeems yet to be in view, if the credulity 
or remiſſneſs of this church ſhall, afford the friends of it the 
opportunity they wiſh for. 
I am the more confirmed in this opinion, when I read the 
following two motions made by an Honourable member of that 
- Houſe, none of which were ſeconded. Fit. It appearing 
I rights: tails? no HA 
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eto this Houſe, that the people of Scotland being juſtly and 
% conſtitutionally alarmed by the encouragement given to 
« Popery, by the King's recommendation to this Houſe, 
« through the Lord North, (as it may be ſeen in our Votes of 
* the 18th of March laſt), of a petition from the Popith 

Lords, Linton, and the Biſhop of Daulis; as alfo by ihe 
t repeated afſurances, both public and private, given to the 
«© Papiſts in Scotland, by his Majeſty's officers, and men in au- 
*« thority, (which may be ſeen likewiſe in the two different e- 
« ditions of the memorial diſtributed to the members ot this 
„ Houſe by the Lord Biſhop of Daulis, juſt before the ſaid 
«« -petition was preſented), that whatever was granted laſt year 
% to the Engliſh Catholics, ſhould this preſent ſeſſion of par- 
* liament be extended to Scotland; this Houſe retolves, in 
* order to quiet thoſe juſt alarms, that the faid Popiſh peti- 
„tion be thrown over the table.“ Second. That all further 
proceedings on the {aid petition” be poſtponed to this day 
three months,” 

It is evident that the legiſlature have ſome deſign in view to 
favour the Papiſts, whom ſome of them have extolled as his 
Majeſty's beſt ſubjects; and if they are the beſt, we mult cer- 
tainly be the worſt, and cxpect to he treated accordingly. The 
alarm appears to be juſt and well-founded ; and whatever aſ- 
ſurances have been given, that the deſign is laid aſide, it is 
moſt certain that aſſurances have alſo been given to the con- 
trary. We ovght certainly ro be on our guard, while our 
enemies meet with ſo much encouragement from men in 
power. If this Aſſembly do not take all juſt and prudent mea- 
ſures for oppoſing the intended repeal, and every other mea- 
ſure that may give encouragement to Popery in this country, 
the friends of the repeal, and the ſupporters of the peiition, 
will take advantage of our ſilence and receſs to carry their per- 
nicious defigns into execution, to the prejudice of the treaty « * 
Union, and the iatereſts of this church. 

The Papiſts having ſuch powerful friends and ſupporters, 
are active, and full of great hopes. In their petition they ap- 
- pear to treat the Union- act with "ridicule, and to hint to the 
parliament, that they have a power to break it when they 
pleaſe ; though their power of making laws for this country 
reſts entirely on that act. They ſay, that they © cannot help 
* thinking it very hard, that they alone ſhould be wholly ce- 
„ nied that relief which has been in ſome degree granted to 
* their brethren in all other parts of his Majeſty's dominions ; 
„ and that their claims ro ſuch relief is no leſs founded in ju- 
*« ſtice than theirs.” Theſe words have a threatening aſpect, 


and prove, that the Papiſts think that the eſtabliſhed laws of 
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this country, ratified by the unalterable treaty of Union, are 
no bar to their relief; and by their claiming the ſame indul- 
gence that is granted to their brethren in all ether parts of his 
Majeſty's dominions, it is plain that they will not be contented 
even to be put on a level with the Engliſh Roman-Catholics, 
but point at Canada, where the Popiſh religion, and the laws 
of France, are fully eſtabliſhed by the wiſdom and authority 
of parliament. And it is this degree of liberty which they ſay 
they are equally intitled to as their brethren. 

Upon the whole, I am clearly of opinion, that this Aſſembly 
ought to make the ſtrongeſt oppoſition to all defigns now car- 
rying on in favour of Popery; and that we ought unanimouſly 
to agree to the firſt motion. 


The Reverend Mr Duff at Tippermuir, 


MoptraToOR, | 
Had deſigned to give my ſentiments at ſome length on this 
important ſubject; but I have been, in part, prevented by 
others; and I now ſee it to be unneceſſary, as it is agreed, on 
all ſides, that this Aſſembly ſhall expreſs their diſapprobation 
of repealing preſently thoſe laws which are meant to prevent 
the increaſe of Popery in this country. 

Dr Macfarlane, ſome time ago, read a declaration, which 
he propoſed this Aſſembly ſhould adopt. Principal Robertſon 
has now read another, which he wiſhes to get preferred. I 
{hall confine what I have to ſay to a few obſervations that have 
occurred to me, and led me to diſapprove of the declaration 
propoſed by the Reverend Principal. I have heard him, with 
pleaſure, ſpeak on the general argument, and, with patience, 
ſay a great deal about himſelf, the moſt diſagreeable ſubject a 
man can be obliged to ſpeak upon; but I bave the following 
objections againſt the paper he has read. It begins with a re- 
ſolution to diſmiſs theſe overtures which have brought on 
this debate. I conſider that as not only unneceflary, but as 
altogether unworthy. Theſe overtures, with the beſt inten- 
tion, have come to give us friendly counſel : they have put us 
on our guard: by their ſuggeſtion, we are determined to do 
what is proper for our ſatety: And ſhall their recompence 
be. to be thruſt out, and have the doors thrown after them ? 
Such violence ought not to have entered into any man's head. 
Let the overtures alone, and let us avail ourſelves of the hints 
they have given us. | 

Another difficulty I have againſt adopting the Reverend 
Principal's 
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| Principal's declaration is, That it ſays, we have already got 
Full ſecurity by the promiſes which have been made to us, 
that all deſign of repealing the laws againſt the Roman-Catho- 
lics is laid aſide. I cannot think our ſecurity, in this point, 
is ſo great as he repreſents it. The ſecretary of ſtate's letter, 
ſo far as I can recollect it, only ſaid, that the deſigu ot alter- 
ing the law was dropped for the then preſent time; but, in 
conſiſtency therewith, that deſigu might be reſumed, either 
now, or at any future day. The aflurances that were given 
by his Majeſty's High Commiſſioner at the opening of this Af- 
ſembly ſeem to be more deciſive ; and yet I ſuſpect it.is neceſ- 
ſary, that we ſhould not ſo truſt to them as to forget our own 
defence. I am not ſkilled in the language of compliment; but 
I ſpeak what I feel, when I affirm, that no perſon has a bigh- 
er opinion of the honour and worth of that Noble perſon 
who repreſents our ſovereign among us, than I have. I hold 
his Grace's word for every thing that reſpects himſelf, and 
comes within the compaſs of his power, to be complete ſecu- 
rity, Unfortunately, in this matter, we can found no more 
on what his Grace hath told us, than a firm belief that he 
hath faichfully reported what his Majeſty's miniſters have 
given him in charge on this ſubject ; and no man doubts of 
that: but when I look to miniſters of ſtate for the fulfilment 
of theſe promiſes, I find them in a moſt hampered and diſa- 
greeable ſituation, The Roman-Catholics, we have been told, 
alledge, that adminiſtration is bound by promiſe to them, that 
the penal laws againſt them ſhall be repealed. In their peti- 
tion to parliament, lately publiſhed, if I have not miſtaken 
them, they, in effect, tell us, that they would have infiſted to 
be included in the law already pafſed for England, if they bad 
not got a promiſe, that a ſimilar law ſhould be paſſed in their 
favour next ſeſſion of parliament : And they ſay farther, that 
they have relaxed the miniſtry from this promiſe till ſome 0- 
ther time, when their Proteſtant brethren ſhall be reconciled 
to them; and lay aſide their groundleſs prejudices, Wheo an 
expreſs was ſent to Sir Laurence Dundas by the city of, Edin- 
burgh, to aſk of him, whether the repeal of theſe laws was real- 
ly intended ; and when Sir Laurence went to the Honourable 
Lord North, as the fitteſt man to anfwer that queſtion, all the 
ſatisfaction he could get on that head was, That he did not 
know; his Lordſhip had no liberty to ſettle that extreme fear 
and ferment which then prevailed through Scotland. The 
moſt natural account we have got for his not giving up the 
point then, (for it was full time to do it then), was this very 
promile, by which the Roman-Catholics alledge, that he 1 
| bo 
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bound himſelf to give them relief. When the Lord Advocate 
of Scotland was called on in the Houſe of Commons to fulfil 
the promiſe he had made, by bringing in a bill to repeal thete 
| laws, his anſwer was, That he had got the conſent of 

the Papiſts in Scotland, not to move it in the preſent ſtate 
of mens minds reſpecting that matter. From the Roman-Ca- 
tholics he took his counſel and his purpoſes, and acted in con- 
cert with them. But what ſeems altogether decifive on this 
point is, that the Papiſts have diſcovered a full conviction, 
that they would ſoon get relief from the reſtraints of law, and 
that their numbers would greatly increafe ; for in Edinburgh, 
and other places, they were buſily employed in building ample 
\Chapels, reckoning on it, that they ſhould not only have li- 
berty to uſe, but alſo ability to fill them. By ſuch facts as 
theſe, the people in this country were generally led to believe, 
that his Majeſty's miniſters had early bound themſelves by pro- 
miſe to the Roman-Catholics, that theſe ſtatutes which they 
repreſented as ſo oppreſſive, ſhould be repealed. In what fort 
of fituation then are we put by the promiſes that are made to 
us? The Papiſts alledge a firſt and pofitive promiſe, that the 
law ſhall be altered ; and we have got a promile, that it ſhall 
remain as it is. In oppoſite promiſes, I am afraid the firſt 
would be found the beſt. If a woman had married two huſ- 
bands, the man ſhe had firſt given herſelf to would be intitled 
to have her. This would be the decifion of law, I firmly be- 
lieve. Perhaps the lady would find out another rule for de- 
ciding the matter. She would do it by her affections. If mi- 
Diſtry ſhall do with theſe promiſes as inclination ſhall dictate, 
the promiſe to us is good for nothing. The unanimity of par- 
liament, in repealing theſe laws both in England and Ireland, 
and the ſhameful abuſe of Scotland, ſaid to be filled with fa- 
naticiſm and bigotry, becauſe we oppoſe their being . repealed 
in this country, do clearly ſhow, that the inclinations of go- 
vernment are againſt us. Conſiſtency, likewiſe, and their 
known diſpoſition to maintain peace by the exerciſe of autho- 
rity, would lead them to with that Scotland was in the ſame 
ſituation with the neighbouring kingdoms. England feems to 
have been ſurpriſed. England was afleep when the law paſſed 
there, The people of England are now awakened. Aſſocia- 
tions are forming to aſk that their former ſecurities againſt 
- Popery ſhall be reſtored to them ; and adminiſtration ſhall pro- 
bably be obliged, either to make Scotland as England is in 
this matter, and fo maintain what they have wrought; or, by 
putting England back to the ſame ſtate in which Scotland now 
ſtands by her ſpirited oppoſition, they ſhall be forced to give 
up 
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up with a favourite object, and yield that to the good people 
of England, which they have yielded to their brethren be · north 
the Tweed. b | 

The laſt circumſtance which ſtrikes me in the declaration 
read by the Reverend Principal, and for which I could not a- 
gree to it, is, That he makes all the impropriety of repealing 
theſe laws againſt Popery to ariſe from the ſpirit of the times. 
In itſelf it would be right, he ſtrongly inſinuates. Circume 
ſtances alone make it now inexpedient. I think we may poſi 
tively. affirm, that Popery ever has been, and ever will be, 
the inveterate enemy both of our lives and liberties, as Pro- 
teſtants, and ſubjects of Great Britain. But if we were to 
view the matter altogether in the mere point of preſent expe- 
diency, ſomething muſt be done, ir is admitted, to quiet the 
minds of the people. It is againſt every rule of political wiſ- 
dom, to preſs a thing upon a people fo irritated and fully ob- 
ſtinate as the people of Scotland certainly are in relation to 
Popery. What is now the ſource of their fears? In what 
channel do their ſuſpicions run? They both fear and ſuſpect 
molt grievouſly, that the intention of abrogating theſe laws 
which defend us from the Roman-Catholics, is only put off 
till ſome convenient ſeaſon, when it may be executed without 
noiſe, when the people have forgot the preſent alarm, and 
are off their guard. To compoſe them into any fort of tran» 
quility, we muſt not touch that ſtring, It would make their 
diſtreſs complete, and drive them to diſtraction, were they 
led to imagine, that we their paſtors have alſo conſpired a- 
gainſt them, to take away what they fully believe to be their 
undoubted right, the protecting of their religion and liberties 
againſt the pretenſions of the Pope, and the practice of his 
prieſts. Better no declaration at all than one which ſuggeſts, 
that the whole evil of repealing theſe laws would ſpring from 
its being unſeaſonable and inexpedient at this preſent conjunc- 
ture, If we were contriving to increaſc the alarm, and to 
aggravate the apprehenſions of our country, we could not 
find any thing ſo effectual for the purpoſe, as giving them the 
{ſmalleſt reaſon to believe, that we are no enemies to the pu- 
blic exerciſe of the Popiſh ſuperſtition, and would willingly 
free the Roman-Catholics from the fear of the law, if the 
folly of the people would allow them that liberty. Theſe 
things have occurred to me from hearing the Principal's de- 
claration read. I ſee no ſuch difficulty againſt the other one, 
It breathes no ſeverity againſt the Papiſts; and, at the ſame 
time, it is likely to give contentment and quiet to the country 
in general; and, as I apprehend, it will be productive of _ 
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od effects; on which account, in my humble opinion, it 
ought to be preferred, and I am difpoſed to give it a hearty 
preference. ahi | 


The Reverend Dr Blinſball at Dundee. 


If is neither my intention, Moderator, nor my wiſh, by ri- 
ſing at ſo late an hour, to prolong unneceffarily, a debate 
that has been ſo nearly exhauſted by much abler ſpeakers. I 
ſhall, therefore, ſhortly call the attention of this Venerable 
Aſſembly, firſt, to a few of the chief grounds of my own 
ſentiments of the preſent very intereſting queſtion, and then 
to the particular form that it has aſſumed from the two mo- 
tions that have taken rife from it. 
© Having been educated in the true and proper principles of 
toleration in religion, and having ſeen and enjoyed ſo much of 
their attending wiſdom and felicity, I am as ready as any 
member of this Houſe, as any man can poffibly be, to give 
them the utmoſt countenance and ſupport, But I cannot 
give my voice for the toleration of Popery, for this very 
plain and unanfwerable reaſon, That it appears to me to be 
abſolutely intolerable. Yet I wiſh not even Popery itſelf to be 
perſecuted ; I only wiſh it to be ſtill reſtrained by law, from 
again fpreading thoſe baneful influences over the civil and 
religious intereſts of the whole Britiſh empire, and particu- 
larly of this country, that all Popiſh countries have felt in a 
ater” or leſſer degree, and that are eſſentially connected with 
the rendency, views, and ſpirit of ſuch an enormous maſs of 
abſurdity, idolatry, cruelty, and treachery, as Popery forms, 
All the arguments that I have ever heard adduced, for ei- 
ther a total or partial repeal of the laws for preventing the 
growth of Popery, lead, Sir, in my humble opinion, to the 
directly oppoſite concluſion; or, at leaft, do not lead to the 
concluſion that they are brought to aſcertain, To be gene- 
rous, liberal, and moderate, at the expence of ſelf - preſerva- 
tion, is to be thoughtlefs, imprudent, and mad. No argu- 
ment can be juſtly drawn in favour of the toleration of Pope- 
„even from all the mildneſs, forbearance, and mercy of 
the poſpel-diſpenſation. After all that enthuſiaſm has advan- 
ced on the one hand, and infidelity on the other, it is evident, 
that the goſpel of Jeſus does not, cannot forbid neceſſary 
. ſelf-defence and war. For if it ſhould do fo but in one ſingle 
text, it would be fel de /e; it would diftate what tended di- 


reclly to the deſtruction of all its on votarics and ends; and 
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every judicious man would, inſtead of embracing ſuch a doc- 
trine as coming from God, reject the whole plan that adopted 
it, as unworthy of him. Nothing can be more groundleſs 
than to aſſert, that the fulleſt toleration of the Roman-Catho- 
lic ſuperſtition could not, the numbers and influence of its 
profeſſors being fo very inconſiderable, expoſe us to the ſmall- 
eſt danger; and that there is, therefore, no reaſon for plead- 
ing the rights of ſelf-defence againſt the repeal in queſtion. 
For it is very remarkable, that our Proteſtant brethren of the 
highlands and iſlands who are beſt acquainted with the dan- 
gerous ſpirit and exertions of Popery, entertain the directly 
oppoſite ſentiment, The very poſition itſelf implies danger 
from greater numbers and influence, and bids us be aware of 
taking any ſtep that tends to an event ſo very hazardous. In 
the ages in which no Papiſts exiſted, it could have been rea- 
ſoned with more plauſibility, that none could ever exiſt, than 
it can be now reaſoned, that there is no cauſe for apprehend- 
ing an increaſe of their numbers and influence. It is from 
ſmall numbers, it is from no numbers ar all, that immenſe 
multitudes of Papiſts have ariſen. The mode of ſuperſtition 
that has ſo laviſhly uſed and applauded the ſecret poiſon and 
dagger, does not always need the aid of numbers to enable 
it to ſpread death, maſſacre, and deſtruction as widely as it 
chuſes ; for it has often found a ſingle aſſaſſin ſufficient for 
the execution of ſuch helliſh purpoſes. It is true, that the 
landed property, and other riches of the Roman-Catholics, 
are at preſent very inconſiderable, when compared with thoſe 
of the Proteſtants of this country. But who knows what 
ſums the Jeſuits, now no longer tolerated by the chief Popiſh 

wers, or even by the Pope himſelf, have brought with them 

nto theſe kingdoms? Who knows what treaſures the ſo- 
2 De propaganda fide at Rome may chuſe to lay out in 
theſe kingdoms, in order to fulfil, with their uſual ardour 
and activity, the end of their inſtitution ? 

There is no juſt reaſon for aſſerting, that Roman-Catholics 
are now become ſo enlightened and refined, are now become 
ſo moderate and tolerating, that we have linle or nothing to 
fear from them. Popery cffentially profeſſing its implicit de- 
pendence upon an infallible earthly head, every the ſmalleſt 
change is incompatible with its very nature and exiſtence; 
and if it is altered, even but in the ſmalleſt degree, it is no. 
longer Popery. In fact, the Popiſh ſuperſtition remains, 
both eſſentially and formally, the ſame. It has never been al- 
tered by either Popes or General Councils; and its indulgen- 
des, pardons, purgatory, and rs powers, ſtill breathe, 
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and, where they can, ſtill exert the ſamè hoſtile influences a- 
gainſt all religious, moral, and political obligations, that, in 
any meaſure, thwart its views, I was not a little ſurpriſed, 
Sir, to hear a Very Reverend member, on your right hand, 
whoſe abilities and literature I have long eſteemed, aſſert, 
that it does not appear evident to him, that Roman-Catholics 
hold it as their doctrine, That faith ſhould not be kept with 
hereticsz” or words to that purpoſe. He has, I know, read 
more books relating to this argumeat than I have had occa- 
ſion to do; yet I muſt beg leave to fay, that ſuch an aſſertion, 
with regard to the church of Rome and her votaries, or even 
the denial of their having generally practiſed ſuch a doctrine 
when they could do it with advantage or fafety, contradicts 
what I have read; contradifts Popes and General Councils, 
with their moſt approved civilians and eccleſiaſtics. This part 
of my argument has been lately placed in the moſt convincing 
point of view by a well-known Popiſh writer of this city, who, 
while he attempts to prove, that Roman-Catholics' do not 
teach, „That faith is not to be kept with heretics,” finds 
himſelf obliged to mutilate and falſify quotations in order to 
form his moſt plauſible proofs. To take the oaths of Roman- 
Catholics as a ſecurity for Proteſtant ſtates, is one of the 
greateſt abſurdities; for the ſecurity that ſuch an oath gives 
being the very point in queſtion, to take it, is to admit of the 
proof of a propoſition by itſelf; which is equally inconfiſtent 
with all the rules of juſt reaſoning and of common ſenſe. 
The oath preſcribed in the ſtatute repealing the penal ſtatutes 
againſt Popery in England, and probably once deſigned for 
Scotland alſo, is moſt unfortunately conceived, as it unites in 
welt both the extremes of defect and exceſs. This oath errs 
in defect; becauſe, by making Roman - Catholics abjure the 
Papat diſpenſing power only in certain inſtances, it leaves the 
general operation of that very power to counteract thoſe in- 
ſtances themſelves, in minds devoted to the church of Rome, 
and conſequently ſubjected to the malign influences of Romiſh 
caſuiſtry. This oath errs no leſs in exceſs ; becauſe no Ro- 
man-Catholic can take it, any more than a Mahometan can ab- 
jure the Coran, a Jew the five books of Moſes, or a Chriſtian 
the New Teſtament. If thoſe who take this oath are Papiſts, 
they muſt perjure themſelves : and if they are not Papiſts, it 
is abſurd to propoſe it to them. 

I highly condema, I deeply regret, the lawleſs mobs of this 
city and of Glaſgow ; yet it is proper to take care, that, while 
we prune the luxuriances of a ſpirit of liberty, we do not 
hort its ſmalleſt bud. Nothing can be more injurious than to 
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attribute, as many have done, thoſe riotous proceedings to 
the legal and conſtitutional opponents of the dreaded repeal, 
as they were truly owing to the promoters of it; for if it ne- 
ver had been propoſed, it never could have occaſioned a mob. 

Permit me now, Sir, to make a few obſervations upon this 
important buſineſs, as it now lies before this Venerable Aſ- 
ſembly in the two motions that have been read. I cannot but 
highly approve of the firſt motion, and indulge myſelf in the 
pleaſant hope, that it will be favoured with the unanimous ap- 
probation of this Houſe. I can never agree to treat the over- 
rures of the Very Reverend Synods with the ſeverity propoſed 
in the ſecond motion, eſpecially as it is not the doctrine, but 
the mode of procedure that they ſuggeſt, that offends even 
their warmeſt opponents who have taken any part in this de- 
bate. I readily acknowledge, that I was originally concerned 
in forming the overture that now lies upon the table, by ap- 
pointment of the Very Reverend Synod whereof I have the 
honour to be a member; and that when it was formed, I con- 
ſidered a ſtanding committee as preferable, on many accounts, 
to the ordinary commiſſion of the General Aſſembly of this 
church. The commiſſion can ſcarcely ever be a proper repre- 
ſentation of the church of Scotland, eſpecially when called on 
any ſudden emergency, and in the winter-ſcafon, becauſe of 
the diſtant ſituations of many members, and the great incon- 
veniencies and expences travelling expoſes them to. I do not 
ſay, that a commiſſion was ever packed; but ſurely few courts 
are more liable to be fo, as it muſt generally be formed chietly 
of ſuch members as refide in or near this metropolis, and are 
moſt experienced and active in political operations and ad- 
dreſs. The commiſſion has ſeldom met for many years paſt; 
and when it cannot be formed to the good liking of either the 
one or the other party in any queſtion, they generaily need 
only to abſent themſelves, in order to prevent a quorum, and 
ſo ſtop procedure. This was probably the caſe laſt year, after 
many members of the General Afﬀembly had been, there is 
reaſon to think, not a little influenced by their confidence in the 
commiſſion ; an event that contributed not a little to the ſuc- 
cceding alarms, and to the preſent debate and anxiety. No- 
thing could be more eaſy for the friends of the repeal, or al- 
teration, of the laws againſt Popery, than to introduce their 
plan into parliament between the meetings of the commiſſion 
in November and March, or between thoſe of March and of 
the General Aſſembly, the common ſeaſon of parliamentary. 
bufineſs, which would unavoidably clude all oppoſition from 


the church of Scotland, at leaſt before ſuch a plan ſhould be 
K 2 | cnacted. 
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enacted. Yet I readily refign the meaſure of a ſtanding com- 
mittee, and leave the buſi to the commiſſion, if, as is well 
provided by the firſt motion, the Moderator of the commiſ- 
fion ſhall be empowered and appointed to call a meeting at the 
deſice of any ten members thereof, and as often as they ſhall 
ſee cauſe; and if the meaſure of a ſtandiog committee ſhall be 
allowed to die in decency and peace. Another very obvious, 
and, in my humble opinion, unanſwerable objection to the ſe- 
cond motion, is, that, by taking the general alarms, and pre- 
ſent times, for its chief, if not only ground, it throws the na- 
turally dangerous and pernicious tendency of the repeal or al- 
teration of the laws againſt Popery, entirely out of the que- 
ſtion: and does more than infinuate, that the contrary doc- 
trine is true, and that the defigo may be very properly put in 
execution at ſome future, and, it may be, not very diſtant pe- 
riod. The only other odjection that I ſhall now make to the 
ſecond motion is, that, by thus founding itſelf upon the a- 
larms of the people, it tends directly not to quiet, but to con- 
tinue them, as being the only means that has hitherto pre- 
vented, or can omar in future, the repeal or alteration ſo \ | 
greatly dreaded, 
I cannot agree cither with thoſe members who vl called 

to vote, Firſt or Second motion? or with the Reverend and 

very reſpectable member near me, who has juſt now propoſed 

to appoint a committee to prepare the buſineſs for to-morrow's 
ſederunt; becauſe I would endeavour, by all means, to pre- 

vent a diviſion of the Houſe, upon a queſtion of ſuch vaſt and 1 
extenſive importance; and our minds are too much agitated, 

our hearts are too much engaged, to expect, that avy com- 
mittee could poſſibly give univerſal ſatis faction, or even pre- 

vent the painful renewal of the debate. I, therefore, humbly 

beg leave to move, That this Venerable Aſſembiy will be plea- 

ſed, cither to proceed juſt now to conſider the firſt motion by 

irſelf, as having clearly the right of precedence, or to adjourn 

till to-morrow for this purpoſe ; not doubting but chat, in 

either caſe, a debate, that has been conducted with the great - 

eſt candour and good temper, will be terminated with that 
; unanimity that is ſo neceflary, and ſo much to be deſired, in 

order to give to the deciſions of this Venerable Aſſembly their 
greateſt weight and influence on all occaſions, but * on 

the preſent moſt intereſting queſtion, 
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D Webſter congratulated the Aſſembly on the propriety 
and temper with which the debate had been carried on, 
ſo much to the honour of the ſpeakers, and ſo becoming the 
importance of the ſubject. He obſerved, that as all of them 
had expreſſed the ſame warm attachment to the Proteſtant in- 
tereſt, he could entertain no doubt of their concurring in the 
moſt proper conſtitutional meaſures for preventing the growth 
of Popery, and its baneful influence, He repreſented, on 
the one hand, the dangerous conſequences ſhould the Houſe 
divide; and, on the other, the happy effects their unanimity 
would neceſſarily have, by allaying the fears of the people, and 
quenching that flame which had been blown up, by miſtaken 
or deſigning men, to an alarming height. He appealed to ex- 
perience, and mentioned the unhappy diviſions among the mi- 
niſters of this church and their 2 in the year 1738, occa- 
fioned merely by their different ſentiments with reſpect to their 
reading an act concerning the death of Captain Porteous ; 
divifions and breaches ſo wide that forty years have ſcarce 
been able to repair. The queſtion was fimply this, Whe- 
ther that act ſhould be read from the pulpits? Though, 
doubtleſs, good men might have taken either fide of this que- 
ſtion, without meriting praiſe, or juſtly incurring blame; yet 
thoſe who did not read that act were admired and careſſed, 
while thoſe who complicd with the order were deſpiſed, their 
churches deſerted, their characters reviled, and their perſons 
abuſed. All this, (faid he), and very poſſibly ſomething more 
direful, might follow upon a diviſion ieſpecting the queſtion 
now at iflue. He added, Be this as it may, that nothing could 
be more contrary to wiſdom and prudence, than to quarrel a- 
bout the overtures now under conſideration, the firſt propo- 
ſed by De Macfarlan, the ſecond by Principal Robertſon, 
when it was obvious, that the great lines of theſe overtures 
were one and the ſame, and wherein they differed might be 
eaſily adjuſted. bots 

Dr Webſter propoſed to appoint a committee to conſider 
theſe overtures, and to report next day to the aſſembly. But 
ſeveral members objected. to this appointment, as it might re- 
new the whole debate. Among theſe was Dr Blinſhall; who 
pointed out ſome variations he thought ſhould be made in the 
firſt overture. Theſe being confidered by the aflembly, were 
agreed to; and the overture having been altered accordingly, 
was adopted, | | 
The 


The O VERTU RE, as agreed to. 


Edinburgh, May 25. 1779. 

HE General Aſſembly of the Church of Scotland, ha- 

ving taken into their ſerious confideration, the public 
alarm excited in this part of the united kingdom, from the 
apprehenſion of an intention to repeal the laws enacted to pre- 
vent the growth of Popery, think it their duty to make. this 
public declaration of their ſentiments, on a ſubject in which 
© the intereſts of religion, and of their country, are fo deeply 
concerned. While they expreſs their gratitude to Providence, 
for the invaluable privileges enjoyed by this national church, 
and the ſecurity afforded ro the Proteſtant religion by eſta- 
bliſhed laws, they declare their firm attachment to the princi- 
ples of civil and religious liberty, and their earneſt deſire, 
that univerſal toleration, and liberty of conſcience, may be ex- 
tended to Proteſtants of every denomination. But they think 
it their duty alſo to declare their firm perſuaſion, that a repeal 
of the laws now in force againſt Papiſts would be highly inex- 
pedient, dangerous, and prejudicial to the beſt intereſts of re- 
ligion and civil fociety in this part of the united kingdoms. 
Entertaining theſe ſentiments, it is with much ſatis faction they 


have received affurances from the higheſt authority, that the 


bill intended for repealing the laws for preventing the growth 
of Popery in Scotland is laid afide, and they confide in the 
wiſdom of legiſlature, that it will not in future be reſumed. 
They likewiſe think it their duty, on this occaſion, to expreſs 
their ſtrongeſt diſapprobation of thoſe lawleſs mobs, which 


have ſo lately diſgraced the good cauſe which, in the blindneſs 


of popular zeal, they were meant to ferve; and earneſtly re- 
commend it to the people under their care to ſhow the influ- 
ence of their religion by a quiet and charitable ſpirir, appro- 
ving themſelves worthy of their civil and religious liberties, by 
a peaceable and moderate behaviour. The General Aſſembly 
further judge it expedient and neceflary, to give particular in- 
ſtructions to their commiſſion on this ſubject: And they did, 
and hereby do, appoint the commiſſion to watch over any 


ſteps which may hereafter be taken for removing or weakening 


our legal ſecurities againſt Popery ; and that they may be able 


more cffe(ually to attend to this object, the Aſſembly hereby 
| | authoriſe 
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authoriſe and appoint the moderator of the commiſſion to 
call meetings pro re nata, as often as he ſhall be required ſo 
to do by any ten members of the commiſſions The General 
Aſſembly do further refolve to exert their moſt effectual en- 
deavours, in order to provide for the better inſtruction of the 
people in thoſe corners of the church where Popery chiefly 
abounds, by increaſing the number of ſtated paſtors among 
them, | | 


Next day, May 26. on reading the reſolution of the day 
preceding, a motion was made, and agreed to, to cauſe print 
1000 copies of it, to be ready in two days, and to lie in the 
Society-hall, to be called for by the members of aſſembly, to 
be carried by them to their reſpective places of abode, in or- 
der to quiet and ſatisfy the minds of the people; and the 
clerks were authoriſed to furniſh extracts of it to the pu- 
bliſhers of the news papers. The refolution accordingly ap- 
peared in the news- papers, atteſted thus: Extracted from 
"Io records of Aﬀſemly, by Jonx DrrsDaLE, Cl, Ecc. 
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BO 8 ſold by W. Grav, at his 
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E 3 to the Popi iſh bil * A collztiion of all 
the Declarations and Reſolutions, publiſhed by the differ- 


ent Counties, Cities, Towns, Pariſhes, Incorporations, 

and Societies, throughout Scotland, againſt the propoſed = 
- repeal of the Statutes enacted for preventing the growth of 
Popery, 28. ſewed. 

Fort d Dialogue, berreco « Popiſh Prieſt and an Engliſh Pro- 

= t, | 

An Anſwer io Mr Burke's Speech in Parliament, in favour of 
the Scots Roman-Catholics. By a Scotſman, 4 d. 

A Letier to all oppoſers of the repeal of the penal laws n 
Papiſts in Scotland: wherein is propoſed an effectual me- 
thod of ſupprefling g Popery, without touching the perſons 
or property of Papiſts, 3d 

Walker's Sermons, ; we, 10 4 63 9 

Blair's Sermons, vol. 2d, 6s. « 

Edwards's Hiſtory of the work of Redemption, 5 5. N 

———— oo Religious Affections, 48. 6d. 

ife of the Rev. Mr D. Brainard; to which is 
added his Journal among the Indians, 5s. 

Maclaurin on Prophecy, and other Eflays, 6s. 

— Sermons and Eflays, 3s. 

Witherſpoon's leading truths of the Goſpel, 3% 3 

- Eflays, 3 vols, 9s. f 

Walker" s Vindication of the Conſtitution, &c. of the church 
of Scotland, 4s. 6d. 

 Dunlop's Preface to his collection of ee 28. 

Shaw's Immanuel, 28. 6d. 

_w Voice crying in the Wilderneſs, — Welcome to the 

Plague, and the Angelic Life, 1 8. 6 d. 8 

Newton's Authentic Narrative, 1s. 6d. | 
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——— — Omicron's Letters, 2s. 3 
Roberiſon's Evangelical Diſcaurſes, 4 3. 4 
Free thoughts on 9 Papiſts, 48. and; | 


